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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 6, 2009,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning-hour
debate.

———

FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Mrs.
KIRKPATRICK) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona.
Madam Speaker, over the past months,
we have witnessed firsthand the poten-
tial consequences of allowing the na-
tional debt to continue growing out of
control. Greece borrowed heavily dur-
ing the last decade during the boom
and the bubble and found itself at risk
of default when global credit dried up.
Now the country is facing financial dis-
aster.

The crisis should serve as a warning
to Washington. This country’s debt is
now $12.9 trillion and is approaching
unsustainable levels. We must address
the fiscal imbalance here before it’s
too late. Washington must start by
making major changes to the budget—
changes that go beyond freezing spend-
ing and instead look to make signifi-
cant budget cuts. That means we have
to crack down on the consequence-free
spending culture in Congress. Wash-
ington needs to put a priority on elimi-
nating waste and finding cost-effective
ways to achieve this country’s goals.

Budget cuts are not always easy or
popular, but business as usual in Wash-
ington is not working. Greece’s rapid
spiral shows that it is past time that
we start to take serious steps—both big
and small—to address our fiscal health.

NET REGULATION WILL HARM
INVESTMENT AND INNOVATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
MARKEY of Colorado). The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
STEARNS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, a re-
cent announcement by FCC Chairman
Genachowski to impose new, burden-
some regulation on the Internet and on
Internet transmission appears to me to
be a political maneuver to regulate the
Internet. Several weeks ago, he indi-
cated he was not going to push for net
regulation. Now he is. There is no eco-
nomic or legal justification for this
move and the result will be a freeze in
the investment and innovation we have
seen over the past 20 years. The Inter-
net is the most powerful platform for
innovation ever created and, by his ac-
tions, Chairman Genachowski is endan-
gering the Internet’s deployment and
ultimately its innovation.

Our current free-market, pro-invest-
ment policies have served us well. In
fact, according to the FCC’s own Na-
tional Broadband Plan, 95 percent of all
Americans have access to broadband
and approximately 200 million sub-
scribers have broadband at home
today, up from 8 million just 10 years
ago. By comparison, it took 90 years to
go from 8 million voice subscribers to
200 million under the old Title II Com-
mon Carrier Regulations. Ironically,
the chairman’s laudable goal of maxi-
mizing broadband deployment and
adoption will be most harmed by his
announcement.

Will Rogers once said that, ‘“Things
in our country run in spite of the gov-
ernment, not by the aid of it.”” He was
not, of course, talking about the Inter-
net, but his words still ring true today.
The rise of the Internet itself is a truly
great deregulatory story. What started
as a government-run network for shar-
ing research has now exploded into a
force for mass communication, enter-
tainment, and commerce, when we

turned it over to the private sector and
lifted restrictions on its use by com-
mercial entities and the public. The
unregulated Internet is now starting to
help spur a new technological revolu-
tion in this country. Where there were
once separate phone, cable, wireless,
and other industries providing distinct
and separate services, we’re now seeing
a confluence and a blur of providers all
competing against each other for con-
sumers, offering broadband, voice,
video services, and much more.

The Apple iPod is a perfect example
of the confluence of the Internet, the
TV, and the computer, which will then
be followed by other exciting products.
Lines of technology are being blurred
all the time. In fact, a few years ago,
you had to have separate platforms for
each additional individual TV tech-
nology. Now, your computer becomes
your TV, your TV doubles for your
computer, and your wireless device be-
comes your TV, your computer, your
phone, and camera. We will see more of
this convergence in the years to come
if we remain on the current deregula-
tory path. However, the FCC appears to
want to change course. In response to
the FCC’s announcement, I introduced
a bill today, H.R. 5257—the Internet In-
vestment, Innovation, and Competition
Preservation Act—that would prevent
the FCC from regulating the Internet
or Internet transmission, absent a mar-
ket failure.
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My bill would require the FCC to
conduct a rigorous market analysis be-
fore mandating new network regula-
tions. The FCC would need to prove
that regulations are, indeed, necessary.
Chairman Genachowski has said on nu-
merous occasions that he wants to
make sure that the FCC is the most
data-driven agency. Well, let’s see the
data. Let’s see the data showing there’s
a need for regulation before you do it,
Mr. Chairman.
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With our economy still struggling,
now is the worst time to impose new
regulations on the Internet and on
Internet service providers; yet, this is
exactly what the FCC is going to try to
do. Communication companies are
among the few companies still invest-
ing billions of dollars into our economy
in these very difficult financial times.
Net regulation will discourage invest-
ment and innovation precisely when we
need it the most, especially in light of
our push to increase broadband deploy-
ment in this country.

The FCC’s announcement is a perfect
example of how regulations meant to
help can actually hurt our policy goals
while taking more money out of the
American taxpayers’ pockets. I am re-
minded again, Madam Speaker, of an-
other Will Rogers quote when he said,
“Be thankful we’re not getting all the
government we’re paying for.”” Our his-
tory of communication policy is rife
with examples of the best regulatory
intentions going awry. More often than
not, advances come despite regulation
or, as with our Internet policy over the
past couple of decades, from our deci-
sion not to regulate.

—————

AVOIDING A SECOND ECONOMIC
COLLAPSE: THE NEED FOR FI-
NANCIAL REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, the global economy is in-
creasingly interconnected. The current
economic crisis may have begun in the
United States, but it rapidly spread
throughout the world. Now as we stand
on the cusp of a sustained economic re-
covery, we must be mindful of the rip-
ple effects and guard against further
threats to our economy.

Last Thursday’s historic stock mar-
ket plunge, initially precipitated by
Greece’s economic uncertainty, must
serve as a stark reminder of what hap-
pens when you don’t have adequate
protections in place. Without proper
oversight, Madam Speaker, our finan-
cial markets are dangerously exposed.

In the financial chaos that erupted
last Thursday, shares of Accenture
swung from $40 to one penny and back
to $40. Shares of Procter & Gamble
traded for $54 on the New York Stock
Exchange but only $39 on the NASDAQ.
Those aren’t market forces at work.
Those are market forces that are bro-
ken. Almost 300 trades made under
questionable circumstances had to be
subsequently canceled by the trading
houses. Such wild disparities highlight
the dangers of a marketplace left
largely to its own devices and the tre-
mendous risk posed to our economy
and those who invest in it.

The recession of 2007 began in the fi-
nancial sector. Its effects were wide-
spread. Millions of Americans lost
their jobs. Millions more had their
homes foreclosed. Millions more lost
their retirement savings, college funds,
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and emergency reserves. In fact, Amer-
ican households cumulatively lost $17.5
trillion in aggregate household wealth
in the recession.

Now it’s true, Madam Speaker, that
we’re seeing signs of an economic re-
covery. The Nation’s gross domestic
product is once again growing at the
rate of 5.6 percent in the last quarter of
2009 and another 3.2 percent in the first
quarter of this year. After 2 years of
job losses, culminating with 741,000
jobs lost in January of 2009, we’re fi-
nally in the midst of our fourth
straight month of job growth, even
though the other side of the aisle can’t
accept good news when they see it.
More than 290,000 jobs were created last
month, the most since March of 2006.
Despite the recent uncertainty, the
stock markets are up more than 50 per-
cent since their March 2009 lows.

But it is that lingering uncertainty
that we have sought to address with
our actions in this Congress. Similar fi-
nancial sector problems came to a head
in 2007, leading to the worst economic
recession since the Great Depression.
And as last Thursday reminded us,
we’'re still at risk to financial sector
uncertainty. Responsible Wall Street
reform remains one of the critical com-
ponents of a sustainable economic re-
covery.

Madam Speaker, with such an obvi-
ous need for reform, why hasn’t it been
implemented already? Why, for exam-
ple, is the more than $700 trillion—
that’s trillion with a “T’’—derivatives
market still completely unregulated?
We must ensure that this highly specu-
lative market is brought out of the
shadows and operates with trans-
parency and responsible oversight. Why
are the American taxpayers still faced
with the possibility of bailing out fi-
nancial institutions deemed ‘‘too big to
fail?”’ Never again should private risk
become a public responsibility.

I was proud to join a majority of my
colleagues in this body in supporting
passage of Wall Street reform last De-
cember to address these systemic prob-
lems and protect American families
and their savings. We provided for reg-
ulation of the shadowy derivatives
market. We brought accountability and
transparency to the financial sector.
We ended the practice of ‘“‘too big to
fail.” We established safeguards to en-
sure that the abuses of the past are
never again repeated. Madam Speaker,
the House made Wall Street reform a
priority.

Although the Senate finally began its
own deliberations a few weeks ago, the
process thus far has been slow. I am en-
couraged to see bipartisan negotiations
on the bill after a failed filibuster at-
tempt by the minority. After last
week, can there be any doubt that we
need Wall Street reform now?

Every day of delay is one more oppor-
tunity for a recurrence of economic un-
certainty and even collapse. Last
Thursday’s roller coaster on the stock
market was a clear reminder that we
cannot allow a continued and willful

May 11, 2010

lack of responsible oversight to expose
American families, American business,
and our whole economy to such poten-
tial risk. Madam Speaker, we must
have Wall Street reform now.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 50
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m. today.

——
O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. DRIEHAUS) at 2 p.m.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord, make Your presence known in
our midst that we may calm the fears
of Your people and bring justice to the
land. Fill the Members of Congress
with understanding that they may rel-
ish our national diversity and gain wis-
dom by listening to one another. Make
of us an instrument of peace in the
world by lifting us beyond self-
centeredness to a new level of tran-
scendence and transparency. Let Your
truth reign in our hearts that we may
give You glory both now and forever.
Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. POE of Texas led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 11, 2010.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the

permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
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of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
May 11, 2010 at 10:05 a.m.:

Appointments:

Board of Trustees of the American Folklife
Center of the Library of Congress.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 7, 2010.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, Capitol, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
May 7, 2010 at 11:06 a.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 1053.

That the Senate passed S. 1405.

That the Senate passed without
ment H.R. 5160.

That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 689.

That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 1121.

That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 1442.

That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 2802.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,

amend-

with an amend-

without amend-

without amend-

without amend-

LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 7, 2010.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, Capitol, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
May 7, 2010 at 3:04 p.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 3333.

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 247.

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 263.

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 3619.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.
CONGRATULATING THE 2010

MOUNT CARMEL SCHOOL WE THE

PEOPLE TEAM

(Mr. SABLAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, once
again the students of Mount Carmel
School have won the honor to rep-
resent the Northern Mariana Islands in
the annual We the People competition.
Mount Carmel has a tradition of excel-
lence in speech and debate and this
year’s group of orators continued that
tradition with distinction.

The competition is directed by the
Center for Civic Education and funded
by Congress through the Education for
Democracy Act. This is a program we
should continue to support. I watched
the Mount Carmel students testify in a
simulated congressional hearing on
constitutional issues they had studied
in the We the People: The Citizen & the
Constitution textbook. They are noth-
ing short of impressive in their knowl-
edge and their understanding of the
historical basis and the philosophical
concepts underlying the document that
established our national government.

Let me acknowledge each student by
name:

Matthew Aquino

Geza Baka IIT

Maria Balajadia

Ryanne Camacho

Ericka Celestino

John Edward Elenzano

Ji Yeon Kim

Min Seong Kim

Savana Manglona

Ivan Matala

Nicoli Matala

Anthony Sablan

Nicolas Sablan

Troy Villafuerte

Brittany Yamagata

Calvin Yang

Joseph Yoon.

———
CASH FOR CAULKERS
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, first there was a government
scheme that offered financial incen-
tives to upgrade to more energy effi-
cient cars—Cash for Clunkers—and
that program came in over budget—by
300 percent. Now Congress is trying to
do the same thing again with Cash for
Caulkers, a program designed to en-
courage you to make your home more
energy efficient.

I support the bill’s intent to encour-
age energy efficiency, but I believe
there are other ways to achieve our en-
ergy goals without borrowing money
we can’t afford. This is the people’s
money, not the government’s money.
Almost $5 billion has already been
spent on weatherization programs in
the spending bill, and there is plenty of
evidence that the funds have not been
spent as they should. Despite the evi-
dence, Congress decided last week to
pile on another $6.6 billion at a time
when Washington must get serious
about spending.

The American people cannot afford
for Congress to pass another multibil-
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lion-dollar bill we can’t afford. Tough
choices are needed to curb Washing-
ton’s spending habits and Cash for
Caulkers is one such easy choice to
forgo.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September
11th in the Global War on Terrorism.

U.S. TO BAIL OUT GREECE

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
International Monetary Fund, the IMF,
is guaranteeing up to $321 billion in
loans to bail out European Union coun-
tries, like Greece, Portugal and Spain.
That means American taxpayers will
be on the hook for billions of dollars
for these unsecured loans. We’re the
IME’s largest contributor.

Also, the European Union was formed
to compete economically with the
United States. Now it’s crashing down
like a socialist stack of cards. So U.S.
taxpayers are going to pay to support
our international competitor—the EU.

Why should American taxpayers bail
out Europe’s big pensions—and their
government-run health care? Greece is
in the EU and it’s the EU’s responsi-
bility, not ours.

I don’t see the IMF coming to the
rescue of California and New Jersey.
Their economies are bigger than
Greece’s and they are in financial
chaos as well.

Mr. Speaker, the American taxpayer
is tapped out. We have 10 percent un-
employment. We don’t have the money
to bail out Greece. It’s time Uncle Sam
quit being the ATM for the rest of the
world, stop spending money we don’t
have, and stop the bailout nonsense.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

MAY IS WORLD TRADE MONTH

(Mr. SMITH of Nebraska asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, this month we are celebrating
World Trade Month to honor the nearly
300,000 American businesses which sup-
port millions of American jobs. Inter-
national markets represent 73 percent
of the world’s purchasing power, 87 per-
cent of its economic growth, and 95
percent of the world’s consumers. More
than 50 million Americans work for
companies which engage in inter-
national trade and 1 in 3 acres of Amer-
ican farmland grows food for con-
sumers overseas.

Unfortunately, approval of pending
trade agreements with countries such
as Colombia, South Korea and Panama
have languished, awaiting approval by
Congress. Every day we delay, the
more ground our Nation and our econ-
omy lose to our international competi-
tors. Trade is an indispensable part of
American prosperity, and Congress
needs to make increasing international
opportunities a much higher priority.
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HEALTH INSURANCE MYTH AND
FACT—THE PROOF

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, how
many times did we hear during this
past year, year and a half, “If you like
what you have, you can Keep it’’—talk-
ing about health insurance, talking
about your doctor. We even heard the
Presidential candidate of 2008 who
eventually won the Presidency, “If you
like your doctor, if you like your insur-
ance company, nothing about my law
will require you to change that.”

But now we’re finding out an entirely
different story. Published on CNN
Money, published in Fortune magazine
this past week, ‘‘Many companies are
examining a course that was heretofore
unthinkable, dumping the health care
coverage they provide to their workers
in exchange for paying a penalty in
fees to the government.”’

Consider this, from CNN Money on
May 6:

“Internal documents recently re-
viewed by Fortune, originally re-
quested by Congress, shows what the
bill’s critics predicted and what its
champions dreaded: Many large compa-
nies are examining a course that was
heretofore unthinkable, dumping
health care coverage they provide to
their workers.”

A large company that employs 300,000
employees spends $2.4 billion a year on
health care coverage. That figure
would drop if they simply paid the
fines to $600 million. $2.4 billion to $600
million. What choice are they going to
make?

——————

AMERICAN TAXPAYERS BAIL OUT
THE EU

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, on Feb-
ruary 24, 2010—just 3 months ago—Fed-
eral Reserve Chairman Bernanke told
Congress that “We have no plans what-
soever to be involved in any foreign
bailouts or anything of that sort.”

Now, Mr. Bernanke has changed his
own policy statement by agreeing to
revive a Fed emergency lending pro-
gram that will loan American taxpayer
dollars to foreign central banks so they
can in turn lend this money out to
smaller foreign banks, as reported in
the Wall Street Journal on May 10 of
this year.

This decision comes in the wake of
the European Union’s agreement with
the International Monetary Fund to
create a $1 trillion bailout package for
the EU in order to deal with that re-
gion’s ensuing fiscal crisis. The IMF,
which is also funded by American tax-
payer dollars, will be contributing over
€250 million (euro) or $317 million to
this overseas bailout in addition to the
Fed’s dollar-swap loan program.
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The question, Mr. Speaker, is, why
did Mr. Bernanke change his policy?
Why are American taxpayers now help-
ing to bail out European countries?

————
EXPRESSING CONDOLENCES TO
THE FAMILY OF CLARENCE
KNIGHT

(Mr. TOWNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
pass on my condolences to the Knight
family, Clarence Knight, whom I met
in 1952, a very active member in the
community, has worked hard with the
tenant association, worked hard with
the alumni association, a person who
was always anxious and willing to help
others.

Mr. Knight passed away yesterday;
and, of course, he’s going to be missed.
So let me say to the family, Pat,
Renee, and of course Scrappy and to all
the family members that you have my
deepest sympathy and, of course, if
there’s anything that we can do, we
will be delighted to be there for you.

————
THE STATE OF THE UNION

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
here is the state of the Union:

Unemployment remains almost 10
percent. Sixteen million people have
lost their jobs. Taxes are going up. The
health care bill costs $300 billion more
than the American people were told.
The Nation’s deficit has doubled in the
last year because of excessive govern-
ment spending. Our foreign policy also
has run a deficit. The world is a more
dangerous place today. Iran is closer to
making a nuclear bomb. We have in-
sulted our allies—Western Europe and
Israel. There is no victory in Iraq or
Afghanistan.

It’s time for a change all right. We
need a bipartisan balance in Wash-
ington, not a one-party monopoly.

————
0 1415

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

————

ZACHARY SMITH POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 50561) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 23 Genesee Street in Hornell,
New York, as the ‘“Zachary Smith Post
Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5051

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. ZACHARY SMITH POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 23
Genesee Street in Hornell, New York, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Zachary
Smith Post Office Building™’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, or other record
of the United States to the facility referred
to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to be a
reference to the ‘‘Zachary Smith Post Office
Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TowNS) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and to extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the House
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, it is with a heavy heart
that I present H.R. 5051 for consider-
ation. This measure designates the
United States postal building located
at 23 Genesee Street in Hornell, New
York, as the ‘‘Zachary Smith Post Of-
fice Building.”’

On January 24, 2010, while on patrol
in southern Afghanistan, Lance Cor-
poral Zachary Smith, a marine with
the 2nd Platoon, C Company, 1lst Bat-
talion, 6th Marines, based out of Camp
Lejeune, North Carolina, made the ul-
timate sacrifice for his country. He had
been awarded a Purple Heart by Presi-
dent Obama for his selfless service.

Zachary Smith was born on April 2,
1990, to his parents, Christopher and
Kim Smith, in Hornell, New York,
where he lived along with his brother
and sister, Nathaniel and Grace Smith.
Zach attended Hornell High School and
graduated in 2008. Fulfilling his life-
long dream, Zachary enlisted in the
Marines while still in high school.
After graduation, Zach left for basic
training, but not before marrying his
high school sweetheart, Anne Deebs.
They were wed on July 25, 2009, and
Zach completed boot camp at Parris Is-
land, South Carolina, before going on
to graduate from the Marine Corps
School of Infantry.

Described as a gifted athlete by
friends, Zach was on the Hornell High
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School football and golf teams
throughout his 4 years of high school.
He was a member of Twin Hickory Golf
Club and also Hornell Golf Club. He en-
joyed watching sporting events and es-
pecially liked to root for the New York
Giants, the New York Yankees, and the
Syracuse Orangemen. He was also a
member of Our Lady of the Valley Par-
ish and a communicant of St. Ann’s
Church. Those who knew him say he
was a genuine, humorous, and outgoing
young man who enthusiastically em-
braced life. He always cared more for
others than he did for himself and
would go out of his way to help anyone
who needed his help.

The world would be a better place if
it had more young men like Zach. His
service to his country is an example we
all should follow, and we owe him a
debt of gratitude for his service and his
sacrifice. Please join me in honoring
Zach’s memory by supporting this bill.
The people of Hornell will be reminded
of Zach’s courage and valor every day
as they pass by the post office building
named in his honor.

H.R. 5051 was introduced by the gen-
tleman from New York, Representative
JOSEPH CROWLEY, on April 15, 2010. The
measure was referred to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform,
which ordered it reported by unani-
mous consent on May 6, 2010. The meas-
ure enjoys the support of the entire
New York State delegation. I thank
the gentleman for introducing this bill,
and I’m sure that it means a great deal
to Lance Corporal Smith’s family and
his friends. I also thank the gentleman
from California, Congressman ISsSA, and
all the members of the committee, es-
pecially, that worked to make this a
reality and, of course, Mr. ISSA for his
support in bringing this measure to the
floor today as well.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote for this measure honoring a fallen
soldier who gave his life for his coun-
try.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 5051,
designating the United States Postal
Service building located at 23 Genesee
Street in Hornell, New York, as the
Zachary Smith Post Office Building.
Funny. Dedicated. Hardworking. These
are but a few of the words of praise
that arise when friends and family
speak of the memory of Lance Corporal
Zachary Smith.

Zachary Smith, a native of Hornell,
New York, was born on April 2, 1990. A
graduate of Hornell High School, he
loved sports and played on the football
and golf teams. After graduation, Zach
followed his lifelong dream of serving
our country and enlisted in the United
States Marine Corps. He was assigned
to the 2nd Platoon, C Company, 1lst
Battalion, 6th Marines, and deployed to
Afghanistan on December 17, 2009.
Tragically, after only serving in Af-
ghanistan for 1 month, he gave the ul-
timate sacrifice for our country in
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combat on January 24, in the Helmand
province. Zach was only 19 years old.

Described by his childhood friend as
someone who always lifted everyone’s
spirits, Zach served his family, commu-
nity, and country with selfless devo-
tion. He leaves behind his wife, Anne
Smith; parents, Chris and Kim Smith;
brother, Nate; and sister, Grace. I rise
today in honor not only of a tremen-
dous patriot but an outstanding cit-
izen.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution in honor of a valiant life
that should not, and will not, soon be
forgotten by a grateful Nation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, on that
note, I would say to my colleagues that
I think this is a very honorable thing
to do, and I think we all should ap-
plaud Mr. Smith and the Smith family
for his outstanding service.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 5051, a measure to designate
the post office at 23 Genesee Street in
Hornell, New York. The new name of the post
office will be the “Zachary Smith Post Office
Building”. | would like to thank my colleagues
from New York—who en masse sponsored
this initiative.

Zachary Smith was a selfless and brave
young man who gave his life for his country at
the age of 19. He made the ultimate sacrifice
on behalf of the American people while serv-
ing in Operation Enduring Freedom in Afghani-
stan, and the U.S. House of Representatives
honors both Zachary and his family through
this resolution. For those who knew Zachary,
January 24, 2010 will be forever remembered
as a day of sadness, but also a day of pride—
pride in a courageous young man who exhib-
ited the Marine Corps motto: Semper Fidelis.

Zachary was not only a soldier—he was an
athlete, a brother, a son and a husband. By all
accounts, he was an admired member of the
Hornell community, setting a strong example
for members of his school and his family. He
was responsible at home and kind to others
where he attended Hornell High School, grad-
uating in 2008. He loved football, golf and
spending time with his family.

Zachary’s life, and the profound, genuine
loss felt by those who loved him, cannot be
repaired by designating this post office. How-
ever, by supporting this resolution, we can
help ensure that future generations will learn
of Zachary’s integrity and courage. Zachary
made his home a better place. Zachary made
Hornell a better place. Zachary made America
a better place. He can never be replaced, but
we can do our part to honor his memory and
the ideals he stood for by passing this resolu-
tion today and honoring Zachary Smith, a real
hometown hero.

Mr. TOWNS. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5051.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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SUPPORTING DESIGNATION OF NA-
TIONAL EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE
DISPOSAL DAY

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1294) expressing support
for designation of the first Saturday in
May as National Explosive Ordnance
Disposal Day to honor those who are
serving and have served in the noble
and self-sacrificing profession of Explo-
sive Ordnance Disposal in the United
States Armed Forces.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1294

Whereas the bomb and mine disposal pro-
fession was created in April 1941;

Whereas members of Explosive Ordnance
Disposal organizations perform a dangerous
and selfless task often without recognition,
risking their lives on behalf of the United
States;

Whereas the United States will forever be
in debt to personnel in the profession of ex-
plosive ordnance disposal for their bravery
and sacrifice in times of peace and war;

Whereas people in the United States should
express their recognition and gratitude for
members of the Explosive Ordnance Disposal
profession; and

Whereas the first Saturday in May would
be an appropriate date to observe as Na-
tional Explosive Ordnance Disposal Day:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives supports the designation of National
Explosive Ordnance Disposal Day to honor
those who are serving and have served in the
noble and self-sacrificing profession of Ex-
plosive Ordnance Disposal in the United
States Armed Forces.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TowNS) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and to extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of H. Res. 1294, a res-
olution supporting the designation of a
National Explosive Ordnance Disposal
Day in honor of the selfless service and
sacrifice of the men and women of the
United States armed services who risk
their lives every day as explosive ord-
nance disposal experts. Explosive ord-
nance removal has always been a pro-
fession fraught with exceptional danger
and emotional stress. My colleague,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA), knows this firsthand from his
time as a bomb disposal technician in
the United States Army.

Now, as the United States Military is
engaged in two unconventional wars,
our explosive ordnance disposal teams
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are under pressure as never before.
They must respond on a daily basis to
roadside bombs and land mines that
threaten our troops. It is their nerves
of steel and high level of technical ex-
pertise that keep their comrades safe
during ongoing operations in Iraq and
Afghanistan. These brave men and
women deserve a day of honor and re-
membrance for the difficult tasks we
ask them to carry out in the service of
their country. Wherever they may be—
patrolling the ring road of Afghanistan
or disarming an IED in the streets of
Baghdad—they are in our thoughts and
in our prayers.

This resolution was introduced by
our colleague, the gentlewoman from
Florida, Representative GINNY BROWN-
WAITE, on April 22, 2010. It was referred
to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, which reported
the measure by unanimous consent on
May 6, 2010. This measure enjoys the
support of 60 Members of the House. I
thank the gentlewoman for introducing
this bill, and I thank the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, Mr. ISsA, of
course, and his staff, for their help in
bringing this bill to the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to my
distinguished colleague from the State
of Florida (Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE).

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 1294, express-
ing support for designation of the first
Saturday in May as National Explosive
Ordnance Disposal Day, to honor those
who are serving and those who have
served in the noble and self-sacrificing
profession of explosive ordnance dis-
posal in the TUnited States Armed
Forces. Although clearly a work of
Hollywood drama meant for entertain-
ment purposes, the Academy Award-
winning film, ‘“The Hurt Locker,” has
brought new attention to our Nation’s
EOD technicians. While the action
shown in this film is intense and very
gripping, there is no question that
when it comes to explosive ordnance
disposal, truth is even more compelling
than fiction. For this reason, I, along
with my colleague from OKlahoma,
Representative BOREN, introduced
House Resolution 1294, to recognize the
real contributions that explosive ord-
nance disposal technicians have made
to our Nation’s military since the
United States first began its bomb dis-
posal program over 69 years ago.

On average, there are over 4,000 brave
men and women serving as explosive
ordnance disposal technicians within
the four services.

0 1430

EOD techs are responsible for the lo-
cation, identification, neutralization,
and disposal of hazardous explosive
items and devices. They are on the
front lines in the global war on ter-
rorism, protecting their fellow troops
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from conventional explosives, nuclear
weapons, and improvised explosive de-
vices. As my constituent and the exec-
utive director of the EOD Memorial
Foundation explains, EOD technicians
‘“‘are people who voluntarily take that
long walk into uncertainty’ every
time they go to dispose of a bomb.

This resolution also supports observ-
ing the first Saturday in May as Na-
tional Explosive Ordnance Disposal
Day. This date was selected to coincide
with the annual EOD Memorial Ball.
This year’s ball, which happens to have
been the 42nd annual one, was held in
Fort Walton Beach, Florida, on May 1,
and I understand that it was a wonder-
ful success, selling out all of the tick-
ets that were available. Because the
EOD Memorial Foundation is
headquartered in my district in Web-
ster, Florida, I have had the great
honor to meet many of these warriors.
I have learned that the ties that bind
the EOD community together extend
far beyond the battlefield. The EOD
community is a family, and when even
one part of that family is lost, the rest
of them come together to support and
assist those left behind.

In 2009, 16 EOD technicians lost their
lives serving our Nation in battle. An-
other EOD warrior was Kkilled taking
apart an IED just within the last week.
This resolution honors those men and
women who courageously, selflessly,
and graciously face the real dangers
posed by traditional and improvised ex-
plosives.

With that, I urge my colleagues to
join myself and Mr. BOREN in honoring
those American warriors and sup-
porting House Resolution 1294.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask my
colleagues to honor the brave men and
women working as explosive ordnance
disposal technicians by supporting this
resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
wholeheartedly associate myself with
the remarks of my distinguished col-
leagues, Ms. BROWN-WAITE and Mr.
TowNS. I urge all Members to support
the passage of H.R. 1294.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, again, I
urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this measure, and of course, on
that note, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the resolution, H. Res.
1294.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

May 11, 2010

NATIONAL WOMEN’S HEALTH
WEEK

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 268)
supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Women’s Health Week, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. CoN. RES. 268

Whereas women of all backgrounds should
be encouraged to greatly reduce their risk of
common diseases through preventative
measures, such as engaging in regular phys-
ical activity, eating a nutritious diet, and
visiting a healthcare provider to receive reg-
ular check-ups and preventative screenings;

Whereas significant disparities exist in the
prevalence of disease among women of dif-
ferent backgrounds, including women with
disabilities, African-American women,
Asian/Pacific Islander women, Latinas, and
American Indian/Alaskan Native women;

Whereas healthy habits should begin at a
young age;

Whereas preventative care saves Federal
dollars designated for health care;

Whereas it is imperative to educate women
and girls about key female health issues;

Whereas it is recognized that offices of
women’s health within the Department of
Health and Human Services, the Food and
Drug Administration, the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, the Health Re-
sources and Services Administration, the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, and the Agency
for Healthcare Research and Quality are
vital in providing critical services that sup-
port women’s health research, education,
and other necessary services that benefit
women of all ages, races, and ethnicities;

Whereas the annual National Women’s
Health Week begins on Mother’s Day and
celebrates the efforts of national and com-
munity organizations working with partners
and volunteers to improve awareness of key
women’s health issues; and

Whereas in 2010, the week of May 9 through
May 15 is designated National Women'’s
Health Week: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Women’s Health Week; and

(2) requests that the President of the
United States issue a proclamation calling
upon the people of the United States and in-
terested groups to observe National Women’s
Health Week with appropriate ceremonies
and activities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TOwNS) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and to extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. TOWNS. I now yield myself as
much time as I might consume.

I rise in support of H. Con. Res. 268,
recognizing National Women’s Health
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Week. This week marks the 11th an-
nual Women’s Health Week, a
weeklong observation of women’s
health issues. It is a great opportunity
for us to discuss and promote research
on the benefits of healthy habits, in-
cluding regular exercise, a nutritious
diet, and vregular checkups and
screenings. I'm heartened that the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices’ Office on Women’s Health takes
time every year to coordinate the ef-
forts of national and community orga-
nizations to promote healthy choices
and educate all Americans on female
health issues. I thank them for all of
their hard work.

As the resolution notes, it is impera-
tive to educate women and girls about
issues that may impact their health, as
they may face unique health risks at
any age. Further, the resolution notes
that significant disparities exist in the
prevalence of disease among women of
different backgrounds, including
women with disabilities, African Amer-
ican women, Asian Pacific Islander
women, Latinas, and American Indian
and Alaskan Native women. In order to
empower all women to take the nec-
essary measures to be as healthy as
possible, we must work to promote
health education, research, and
healthy lifestyles.

On that note, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

I rise today in support of H. Con. Res.
268, supporting the goals and ideals of
National Women’s Health Week. Na-
tional Women’s Health Week begins on
Mother’s Day each year. During this
week, individuals, families, commu-
nities, businesses, government, and
other groups work together to encour-
age women and their families to in-
crease their awareness of the impor-
tance of a healthy lifestyle, regular ex-
ercise, and medical checkups. Hope-
fully others will follow their lead, with
children and spouses learning the bene-
fits and fun of regular exercise, good
nutrition, and other preventive meas-
ures which really do have lifelong posi-
tive consequences. I urge my fellow
Members to join me in supporting H.
Con. Res. 268.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TOWNS. H. Con. Res. 268 was in-
troduced by my colleague, the gen-
tleman from New York, Representative
MAURICE HINCHEY, on April 27, 2010. It
was referred to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, which
reported it favorably by unanimous
consent on May 6, 2010. The measure
enjoys the support of over 50. I thank
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
HINCHEY) for introducing this measure,
and I hope we can all stand behind it.

I also would like to thank the gen-
tleman from California, Congressman
IssA, and all the staff who worked to
make this a reality. I encourage my
colleagues to vote for this measure.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in strong support of
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H. Con. Res. 268 to support the goals and
ideals of National Women’s Health Week.

As a non-practicing registered nurse, | know
from firsthand experience how important it is
to lead a healthy lifestyle. Maintaining a good
diet, exercising, and making good life deci-
sions are incredibly important to the wellbeing
of any person. This week, on National Wom-
en’s Health Week, we focus our attention on
the importance of women’s health so that we
can encourage women to lead Dbetter,
healthier, and more fulfilling lives.

Women play vital roles in the family unit as
mothers, grandmothers, sisters, and daugh-
ters. It is often the case that in offering care
for others, women themselves forget to ad-
dress their own healthcare needs. It is no sur-
prise that when the health of a mother de-
creases, so too, does the health of her family.
As women take on larger roles in the work-
place and are forced to balance the needs of
family and career, they are even less likely to
place an emphasis on their own needs and
health. For this reason, it is incredibly impor-
tant that we emphasize the importance of
women’s health during this week.

Women, too, have some very specific
healthcare needs that are important to high-
light during National Women’s Health Week.
Breast cancer, heart disease, and
osteoporosis are just a few of the major dis-
eases that can affect women, and it is impor-
tant that they are screened for and receive
adequate treatment for these ailments. Addi-
tionally, women are disproportionately faced
with higher healthcare costs and because of
this they many times have reduced access to
care compared with men.

Mr. Speaker, National Women’s Health
Week seeks to address the health needs of
women so that all Americans can lead better
lives. The role of women in our society is re-
markably important, and it is imperative that
women understand their own healthcare
needs as well as have access to affordable
care. Because of this, | ask my fellow col-
leagues to join me today in supporting this
resolution for the betterment of women across
the country.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of National Women’s Health
Week. It is during this week that the Office on
Women’s Health, within the U.S. Department
of Health and Human Services, urges women
to focus on their health.

We need to tell all the women in our lives;
our mothers, wives, sisters, daughters, aunts
and friends how important it is to take time out
for their health.

Last year | was honored to be part of a
Women’s Health Summit on cardiovascular
disease, the number one killer of women in
the United States. At the summit women
heard from leading doctors and researchers
how there are simple steps you can take to
prevent heart disease, from exercise to diet—
small changes can make a big difference.

Additionally, | must recognize that many of
the advances in medicine that have been
made have come from women working to-
gether—as physicians, lawyers, researchers,
advocates and Members of Congress. This
collaboration has been a powerful catalyst for
the advances we have made in the research
and treatment of breast, ovarian, and cervical
cancer, osteoporosis, and heart disease.

So, today, Mr. Speaker, | want to encourage
all of America’s women to take a moment to
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focus on promoting health and preventing dis-
ease and illness by taking simple steps to im-
prove their physical, mental, social, and spir-
itual health.

As we celebrate National Women’s Health
Week and the achievements made to improve
the health and well being of women, | urge my
colleagues to take a moment to make a much
stronger commitment to promoting women’s
health in this country.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in strong support of H. Con. Res.
268, “Supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Women’s Health Week.” First and fore-
most | would like to thank my distinguished
colleague from New York, Representative
MAURICE HINCHEY for introducing this bill.

Mr. Speaker, it is vital we recognize that
women need to take better care of their
health. Starting this week from May 9th to May
15th, families, communities, businesses, gov-
ernment, health organizations and other
groups work together to educate women about
steps they can take to improve their physical
and mental health and prevent disease.

It is crucial that women have knowledge
about the health risks that confront them and
that greater action is taken to reduce those
risks through preventative measures such as a
healthy lifestyle and regular medical
screenings. With just a small amount of pre-
ventative care through exercise and doctor
visits, women can drastically cut back on seri-
ous health risks that threaten to cut their life
span.

Mr. Speaker, | reiterate once again, that it is
a very well known fact that improving the
health of all women will improve the health of
the whole community. It is a well known fact
that improving health for women improves
health for everyone. Research indicates that
when women take care of themselves, the
health of their families improves along with
theirs.

Women are known to be the caregivers of
the family. Women are known to sacrifice their
well-being for the sake of their families. During
National Women’s Health Week it is of great
importance we encourage our mothers, sis-
ters, grandmothers, and aunts to go take time
out for themselves. It is essential that women
educate themselves on different steps to take
on improving their lifestyle, health and lower
the risks of certain diseases. Some of the
most common preventative measures that can
be taken are the following: getting at least 2
hours and 30 minutes of moderate physical
activity, 1 hour and 15 minutes of vigorous
physical activity, or a combination of both
each week, eating a nutritious diet, visiting a
health care professional to receive regular
checkups and preventive screenings, paying
attention to mental health, including getting
enough sleep and managing stress. In addi-
tion, it is important that women start taking
care of themselves at an early age. If they
start early, they are more likely to stick to
these habits, thus in turn, maintaining healthier
families and communities.

In Houston and all across America, it is im-
portant that women do everything they can do
to lead healthier lives. In this spirit, | encour-
age women to get the necessary check-ups
and preventative screenings from their health
care providers so they can live long, healthy
and productive lives.

Once again it is important to remind our
mother’s, sisters, grandmothers and aunts that
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when they take care of themselves, they in
turn are taking care of their families and com-
munity.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 268.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

——
HONORING WILLIAM EARNEST
“ERNIE”’ HARWELL

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the resolu-
tion (H. Res. 1328) honoring the life and

legacy of William Earnest ‘Ernie”’
Harwell.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:
H. RES. 1328

Whereas William Earnest ‘“‘Ernie’” Harwell
was born in Washington, Georgia, in 1918,
graduated from Emory University, and began
his career as a copy editor and sportswriter
for the Atlanta Constitution and as a re-
gional correspondent for The Sporting News;

Whereas Ernie Harwell served four years in
the United States Marine Corps during World
War II, after which he announced games on
the radio for the Atlanta Crackers of the
Southern Association;

Whereas Ernie Harwell became the only
announcer in baseball history to be traded
for a player when the Brooklyn Dodgers ac-
quired his services from the Atlanta Crack-
ers in 1948;

Whereas Ernie Harwell called baseball
games for the Brooklyn Dodgers through
1949, the New York Giants from 1950 to 1953,
including his call of Bobby Thomson’s ‘‘shot
heard 'round the world” in the 1951 National
League pennant playoff game on NBC tele-
vision, and the Baltimore Orioles from 1954
to 1959;

Whereas in 1960, Ernie Harwell began call-
ing games at the corner of Michigan and
Trumbull as the ‘‘voice” of Detroit Tigers
baseball, until his retirement from broad-
casting in 2002;

Whereas Ernie Harwell called the 1984
World Series for the Tigers and WJR Radio,
exclaiming ‘‘Here comes Herndon, he’s got it!
And the Tigers are the champions of 1984!’;

Whereas Ernie Harwell broadcast two
Major League All-Star Games (1958 and 1961)
and two World Series (1963 and 1968) for NBC
Radio, numerous American League Cham-
pionship Series and American League Divi-
sion Series for CBS Radio and ESPN Radio,
the CBS Radio Game of the Week from 1992
to 1997, professional and college football, and
the Masters Tournament of golf;

Whereas Ernie Harwell was honored by the
National Baseball Hall of Fame as the fifth
broadcaster to receive its Ford C. Frick
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Award in 1981, inducted into the Michigan
Sports Hall of Fame and the National
Sportscasters and Sportswriters Association
Hall of Fame in 1989, and inducted into the
National Radio Hall of Fame in 1998;

Whereas in January 2009, the American
Sportscasters Association ranked Harwell
16th on its list of Top 50 Sportscasters of All
Time;

Whereas, on May 5, 2010, Ernie Harwell was
posthumously awarded the Vin Scully Life-
time Achievement Award in Sports Broad-
casting;

Whereas Ernie Harwell thrilled baseball
fans with his signature call of ‘“That ball is
looooong gone!”’, and said, ‘‘Baseball is a lot
like life. It’s a day-to-day existence, full of
ups and downs. You make the most of your
opportunities in baseball as you do in life.”’;

Whereas Ernie Harwell’s low-key delivery
and colorful, conversational style are syn-
onymous with baseball and known to fans
across the Nation;

Whereas Ernie Harwell began the first
spring training broadcast of each season
with a reading from Song of Solomon 2:11-12:
“For lo, the winter is past, the rain is over
and gone; the flowers appear on the earth;
the time of the singing of birds is come, and
the voice of the turtle is heard in our land.”’;

Whereas for 55 years, Ernie Harwell en-
deared Americans in his broadcast of over
8,400 baseball games;

Whereas Ernie Harwell spent 43 of his 55
major league seasons calling games for the
Detroit Tigers;

Whereas Ernie Harwell said, ‘I know we’re
all going at some time, and I'm ready for
whatever God’s got’’;

Whereas, on May 4, 2010, Ernie Harwell, re-
siding in Novi, Michigan, passed away at the
age of 92 after a long career enjoyed by mil-
lions; and

Whereas Ernie Harwell is survived by his
beloved wife of 68 years, Lulu, their four
children, seven grandchildren, and seven
great-grandchildren, and by baseball fans
across the Nation: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) honors the life and legacy of William
Earnest ‘“‘Ernie’” Harwell for his significant
contributions to Major League Baseball;

(2) expresses profound sorrow at his pass-
ing on May 4, 2010; and

(3) expresses sincere condolences to his
wife Lulu, and the rest of his family, friends,
colleagues, and admirers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TowNs) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and to extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in support of H. Res. 1328, a res-
olution honoring the life and legacy of
William ‘“‘Ernie”” Harwell. Mr. Harwell,
an iconic and beloved sportscaster for
the Detroit Tigers, passed away on
May 4, 2010, at the age of 92. During his
bb-year career, he delivered the play-
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by-play for more than 8,500 Major
League Baseball games, spending more
than 40 of those years calling games for
the Tigers. He became known as the
““voice of the Tigers’ due to his color-
ful style of commentary. A player
called out on a third strike was, he
would say, ‘‘called out for excessive
window shopping.”” A double play was
“two for the price of one.” He finally
retired from broadcasting in 2002 while
he was still in good health, saying he
discussed it with his wife and that ‘‘it’s
better to leave too early than too
late.”

Mr. Harwell’s love of baseball was
also expressed in writings and song. In
1955, he wrote, ‘“The Game for All
America,” an essay celebrating Ameri-
cans’ love affair with baseball. Mr.
Harwell wrote dozens of songs, includ-
ing one for Hank Aaron when he broke
Babe Ruth’s home run record in 1974.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
as much time as she may consume to
my distinguished colleague from the
State of Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, last Tuesday, we from metro
Detroit and the entire State of Michi-
gan lost a treasure with the passing of
former Detroit Tigers broadcaster
Ernie Harwell.

For generations of Detroit Tiger
fans, Ernie Harwell was literally the
voice of summer. Day after day, and
year after year, that wonderful south-
ern gentleman’s voice was heard on our
radios and made every baseball season
wonderful, regardless of the number of
Tigers’ wins and losses. Ernie’s voice,
broadcasting the Tigers games, was a
welcome friend at family picnics or at
the beach. He was with us in our cars
as we were driving up north on a fam-
ily vacation. He was with us in our
yards and in our garages as we did our
household chores. The truth of the
matter is that Ernie Harwell was more
than just a baseball broadcaster; he
was a member of our family. And that
is why the loss of Ernie Harwell is
being mourned by our entire commu-
nity, Mr. Speaker. Whether you are a
baseball fan or not, we loved Ernie
Harwell because he personified integ-
rity, generosity, courtesy, honor, and
just pure class.

As a young man, he served our Na-
tion in the United States Marine Corps
during World War II. For 68 years, he
shared his life with his beloved wife,
Lulu, their four children, seven grand-
children, and seven great-grand-
children.

For more than 40 years, his voice was
a welcome friend on our radios. And
since his retirement 8 years ago, he
was still a constant, beloved presence
in our community. Throughout his life,
his charitable acts and gentle kindness
made him a beloved figure for every-
one.

And last fall, Mr. Speaker, when he
found out he was stricken with inoper-
able cancer, Ernie accepted his fate
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with grace because of his deep and
abiding faith in God and in the knowl-
edge that he had led a wonderful life.
Last September, Ernie gave a farewell
speech before a Tigers game at
Comerica Park. I want to read from a
bit of that speech so you have an un-
derstanding of why we all loved Ernie
Harwell so much. He said:

“In my almost 92 years on this Earth,
the good Lord has blessed me with a
great journey. And the blessed part of
that journey is that it’s going to end
here in the great State of Michigan. I
deeply appreciate the people of Michi-
gan. I love their grit. I love the way
they face life. I love the family values
they have. And you Tigers fans are the
greatest fans of all. No question about
that. And I certainly want to thank
you from the depth of my heart for
your devotion, your support, your loy-
alty, and your love. Thank you very
much, and God bless you.”

That’s what he said, Mr. Speaker.
And we love you too, Ernie.

Our hearts go out to Ernie’s beloved
wife, Lulu, for her great loss, and we
send our thanks to Mrs. Harwell for
sharing the man that she loved for
these many years with millions
throughout Michigan and around our
Nation. And thank you, Ernie, for
being such a special part of the lives of
s0 many in our community. God bless
you, good friend, and may you rest in
peace.

O 1445

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, this reso-
lution was introduced by our colleague,
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
McCOTTER), on May 5, 2010. It was re-
ferred to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform, which re-
ported the resolution by unanimous
consent on May 6, 2010. The measure
enjoys the support of 70 Members of the
House.

I thank the gentleman from Michi-
gan for introducing this measure, and I
thank the staff along with the ranking
member, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. IssA), for working to bring
this resolution to the floor today.

On that note, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, they say that youth is
wasted on the young, and in many
ways it is. As a kid growing up in
Michigan who loved baseball, going
through those deep winters was very
difficult. We would wait for the first
signs of spring, and one of the surest
signs that spring was here was the
voice of Ernie Harwell. As I was grow-
ing up, our Tigers were not always at
the top of their game. They had some
very tough years there. But somehow
that didn’t matter when you listened
to Ernie Harwell’s voice on the radio.
When you heard him describe the game
of baseball, you could understand the
majesty and the lore that runs through
generations. And what was going on on
that field to us who were listening was
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very important. And as a child, you
tend to think that some of the things
you inherit or are fortunate enough to
happen upon will stay that way for-
ever. And in some ways Ernie tried his
best. His long, distinguished career al-
lowed a kid like me to think that
somehow that voice would go on for-
ever through that radio, reminding us
of the joys of what is really a child’s
game.

And now Detroit has lost him, the
baseball community has lost him, but
we have not lost the resonance of his
voice in our hearts. And every time
spring comes, we will be reminded not
only that the joy of the national pas-
time is back, but we will be reminded
of the joy of listening to and being
with Ernie Harwell.

Mr. Speaker, I would urge all Mem-
bers to support the passage of H. Res.
1328.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to support this resolution
honoring Mr. Harwell, a colorful char-
acter who will be deeply missed by the
people not only of Michigan, people
throughout this Nation. I had an oppor-
tunity many, many years ago to hear
him and I will be honest with you, even
though my team was losing that day, I
must admit I enjoyed hearing his voice,
even though my team was not on top.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1328.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

URGING PREVENTION OF ATTACKS
AGAINST FEDERAL EMPLOYEES

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1187) expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives
with respect to raising public aware-
ness of and helping to prevent attacks
against Federal employees while en-
gaged in or on account of the perform-
ance of official duties, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1187

Whereas title 18 of the United States Code
makes it a crime to forcibly assault, resist,
intimidate, or interfere with a Federal em-
ployee while engaged in or on account of the
performance of official duties, or to kill or

H3287

attempt to kill any such employee while so
engaged or on such account;

Whereas the suicide attack on the Internal
Revenue Service office in Austin, Texas on
February 18, 2010, that claimed the life of
two-tour Vietnam veteran Vernon Hunter
follows the more than 1,200 attacks which
were made on Internal Revenue Service em-
ployees between 2001 and 2008, attacks which
have resulted in at least 197 convictions;

Whereas the shooting attack on Thursday,
March 4, 2010, by John Patrick Bedell that
injured two Pentagon guards was the fourth
attack or security scare on a Federal build-
ing in 2010;

Whereas the Department of Justice filed
313 cases in fiscal year 2006, 326 cases in fiscal
year 2007, 303 cases in fiscal year 2008, and 277
cases in fiscal year 2009 (as of August of such
fiscal year), relating to attacks against Fed-
eral employees;

Whereas more than 2,000,000 civilian em-
ployees in the Federal workforce provide
many forms of dedicated service to the
United States and its people, such as fight-
ing crime and fire, supporting our military,
protecting health, providing essential human
services, preserving the environment and
maintaining our national parks, wildlife ref-
uges, and forests, securing our borders, re-
sponding with assistance in times of natural
disaster, regulating commerce, defending our
freedom, and advancing our country’s inter-
ests around the world, all of which con-
tribute to the greatness and prosperity of
the Nation; and

Whereas Federal employees are entitled to
expect a reasonable degree of personal safety
and security while carrying out their official
duties: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) expresses the Nation’s appreciation for
the outstanding contributions made by Fed-
eral employees to the United States;

(2) supports the goal of protecting the safe-
ty and security of our Federal employees;
and

(3) urges that the Government seek ways
to improve the safety and security of our
Federal employees.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TOwNS) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, with H. Res. 1187, this
Chamber expresses its commitment to
the safety and security of our Nation’s
public servants. H. Res. 1187 was intro-
duced by our colleague, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. MORAN) on March
16, 2010. It was referred to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government
Reform, which ordered it reported by
unanimous consent on May 6, 2010. The
measure enjoys the support of over 70
Members of the House.
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Mr. Speaker, the men and women of
our Federal workforce deserve our ap-
preciation and our support. Their ef-
forts are often undervalued, but they
provide our Nation with many forms of
critical services. The Federal work-
force includes firefighters, law enforce-
ment officers, and military support
personnel. Federal employees protect
the public, help keep our food and
water clean, defend our borders, and
preserve our national parks. They de-
liver our mail, care for our veterans,
and provide all manners of other serv-
ices that keep our country going.

While we in Congress may debate the
details about the proper role that the
Federal Government should play in our
country, we can all agree that Federal
employees should be able to expect to
be able to carry out their duties with a
degree of safety and security.

The Department of Justice has filed
over a thousand cases relating to at-
tacks against Federal employees since
2006, including a suicide attack on the
Internal Revenue Service office in Aus-
tin, Texas. On February 18 of this year,
that attack claimed the life of a two-
tour Vietnam veteran, Vernon Hunter.
The shooting attack at the entrance of
the Pentagon on March 4 injured two
Pentagon guards and was the fourth at-
tack or scare on a Federal building in
2010.

These attacks sadden us all, and I am
glad we are taking the time to con-
demn attacks against our Federal em-
ployees and to affirm our commitment
to their safety and their security.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. IssSA) and also
thank the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. MORAN) and the staff for their
work to bring this to where we are
today. I urge my colleagues to join me
in supporting this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to reserve the balance of my
time so we may hear from the sponsor
of the resolution, Mr. MORAN.

Mr. TOWNS. I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I wish to thank the gentleman from
New York, the chairman of the com-
mittee, and the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. McCOTTER). Thank you very
much for bringing this resolution to
the floor.

The purpose is to help prevent at-
tacks against Federal employees while
they are engaged in or on account of
the performance of their official duties.

Last month, we commemorated the
15th anniversary of the bombing of the
Alfred Murrah Federal Building in
downtown Oklahoma City. This act of
violence claimed 168 lives and injured
more than 680 people. It was the most
destructive act of terrorism on United
States soil until the September 11, 2001,
attacks. The Oklahoma City bomber,
Timothy McVeigh, made Federal em-
ployees his target because he was
angry at the United States Govern-
ment.
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In the 15 years since that horrific
bombing, Federal employees have been
the target of a great number of at-
tacks. Internal Revenue Service em-
ployees have borne the brunt, as those
who are frustrated with tax problems
have taken their frustrations out on
IRS workers just doing their jobs, in
fact, carrying out the laws that the
Congress makes. The IRS has recorded
some 1,200 attacks on its employees
since September 2001. Attacking a Fed-
eral employee engaged in or because of
his or her work is a Federal crime. The
Justice Department investigates some
300 cases per year.

We are a free society. Strong rhetoric
is acceptable, even fashionable. But
rhetoric should not inspire violence.
Federal agencies devote significant re-
sources and develop procedures to pro-
tect their employees. But two recent
attacks on Federal employees high-
light what I see as a worrying trend. In
February, a plane was flown into the
IRS building in Austin in an act of
murder-suicide that claimed the life of
a veteran of two tours in Vietnam.

In March, another deranged indi-
vidual walked up to the Pentagon en-
trance and opened fire with a semi-
automatic weapon, injuring two Pen-
tagon guards. These acts were more
than sensational attempts at mass
murder. They were acts of domestic
terrorism with Federal employees as
the target.

We have the finest, most professional
civil service in the world, and we take
for granted that our Federal workers
provide many forms of dedicated and
important service to our Nation. Civil-
ian employees serve in war zones pro-
viding essential support to our mili-
tary. Federal workers maintain our na-
tional parks, our wildlife refuges and
forests, secure our borders, and respond
in times of natural disaster, as we can
see in the gulf oil spill.

Our diplomats advance our country’s
interests around the world, very often
in dangerous environments. The more
than 2 million civilian employees in
the Federal workforce deserve a rea-
sonable degree of personal safety and
security while carrying out their du-
ties implementing the laws we make. It
is incumbent upon the Congress and
the administration to ensure their
safety.

We have a responsibility and that’s
why I have introduced this bill, a re-
sponsibility to protect our Nation’s
Federal employees. House Resolution
1187 calls for a renewed commitment to
our civil servants, and I urge my col-
leagues to unanimously support it.

Mr. McCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 1187, which in-
creases public awareness to help pre-
vent future attacks against Federal
employees while engaged in or on ac-
count of the performance of their offi-
cial duties. Truly, we must do all we
can to prevent Federal workers from
being victims of violence because of
their public service.
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Every year, hundreds of Federal
workers are victims of cowardly acts of
violence. In 2008 alone, the Department
of Justice filed 303 cases against people
who attacked Federal workers. And
tragically, in 2010, we have already wit-
nessed such instances of violence.

Mr. Speaker, our civilian Federal em-
ployees must not become victims of vi-
olence because of their jobs. Civilian
Federal employees must feel safe while
doing their jobs and serving our coun-
try.

I ask my colleagues to support this
resolution so we may raise public
awareness of these attacks and to pre-
vent future attacks. Thus, Mr. Speak-
er, I urge all Members to support the
passage of H. Res. 1187.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I think it
is so important that we protect and
support our Federal employees. Let me
again urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this measure.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in strong support of H. Res 1187, “Ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives with respect to raising public
awareness of and helping to prevent attacks
against Federal employees while engaged in
or on account of the performance of official
duties.”

H. Res. 1187 will resolve that the House of
Representatives: Expresses the Nation’s ap-
preciation for the outstanding contributions
made by Federal employees to the United
States; Supports the goal of protecting the
safety and security of our Federal employees;
and Urges that the Government seek ways to
improve the safety and security of our Federal
employees. | rise today to urge the passing of
House Resolution 1187. Not too long ago our
country suffered from the Oklahoma City
bombing, one of the deadliest acts of domestic
terrorism on American soil. This cowardly act
of terrorism killed 168 people, 19 of them chil-
dren. The victims were mothers, fathers, sons,
daughters, grandparents, grandchildren,
friends, and co-workers.

The bombing in Oklahoma City was a direct
attack against the dedicated men and women
of the Federal Civil Service. The Alfred P.
Murrah Federal Building housed 14 Federal
agencies, and nearly 100 Federal employees
lost their lives that morning. We must honor
their sacrifice by remaining steadfast in our
commitment to prevent future attacks on the
Federal government, Federal employees, and
other acts of domestic terror. | am deeply trou-
bled by recent threats of violence against gov-
ernment employees. This February, an attack
on Federal offices threatened the lives of 200
IRS workers and took the life of Vernon
Hunter, a 20-year army Veteran who served
two tours in Vietnam, a loving husband, father,
grandfather, and mentor to co-workers at the
IRS. The Oklahoma City bombing and the
most recent attacks serve as stark reminders
that threats against Federal employees may
pose real dangers. They remind us of our sol-
emn duty to protect our public servants.

After the Oklahoma City bombing, President

Bill Clinton directed the Department of Justice
to assess the vulnerability of Federal office
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buildings. Prior to this study, no formal govern-
ment-wide standards existed for Federal build-
ings. The IRS has recorded some 1,200 at-
tacks on its employees since 2001. The Jus-
tice Department investigates some 300 cases
per year. In March, a deranged individual
walked up to the Pentagon entrance and
opened fire with a semi-automatic weapon in-
juring two Pentagon guards. In February, a
plane was flown into the IRS building in Aus-
tin, TX in an act of murder-suicide that
claimed the life of a two-tour Vietham Veteran.

With the creation of the Department of
Homeland Security, the responsibility to pro-
tect our Federal faciliies was transferred to
the Federal Protective Service (FPS). The
FPS is a federal law enforcement agency that
provides integrated security and law enforce-
ment services to federally owned and leased
buildings and facilities. As a member of the
Homeland Security Committee and Chair-
woman of the Transportation Security and In-
frastructure Protection Subcommittee, | am
committed to working with my colleagues to
support federal legislation that will protect our
federal employees. | support the mission of
the FPS that renders federal properties safe
and secure for federal employees, officials and
visitors in a professional and cost effective
manner by deploying a highly trained and
multi-disciplined police force. As the federal
agency charged with protecting and delivering
integrated law enforcement and security serv-
ices to facilities owned or leased by the Gen-
eral Services Administration, FPS employs
1,225 federal staff (including 900 law enforce-
ment security officers, criminal investigators,
police officers, and support personnel) and
15,000 contract guard staff to secure over
9,000 buildings and safeguard their occupants.

The FPS has a critical infrastructure and
key resources of the United States that are
essential to our nation’s security, public health
and safety, economic vitality and way of life.
FPS protects one component of the nation’s
infrastructure by mitigating risk to federal facili-
ties and their occupants.

As we remember the victims and survivors
of the Oklahoma City bombing and other acts
of terrorism, let us all take a moment to reflect
upon the dedication and sacrifices of the men
and women who work hard to keep our federal
buildings secure and those of us who work in
them safe. Federal workers maintain our na-
tional parks, wildlife refuges, and forests, and
secure our borders, and in times of natural
disaster. The more than two million civilian
employees in the federal workforce deserve a
reasonable degree of personal safety and se-
curity while carrying out their duties.

It is incumbent upon the Congress and the
Administration to look for ways to improve
their safety. | support H. Res 1187 and | urge
my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1187, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

I yield
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PEACE OFFICERS MEMORIAL DAY

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1299) supporting the
goals and ideals of Peace Officers Me-
morial Day.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1299

Whereas there are more than 900,000 sworn
law enforcement officers in the United
States, 12 percent of whom are women;

Whereas law enforcement officers selflessly
protect the people of the United States and
their communities;

Whereas law enforcement officers serve the
country in spite of the inherent danger of
their service;

Whereas more than 18,600 law enforcement
officers have been killed in the line of duty
in the United States since the first recorded
police death in 1792;

Whereas 72 law enforcement officers were
killed while responding to the terrorist at-
tacks on September 11, 2001, making that
day the deadliest in law enforcement his-
tory;

Whereas 125 law enforcement officers were
killed in 2009;

Whereas, on March 21, 2009, Sergeant Mark
Dunakin and Officer John Hege and Ser-
geants Ervin Romans and Dan Sakai of the
Oakland Police Department in California
were shot and killed by the same gunman in
two separate attacks;

Whereas, on November 29, 2009, Sergeant
Mark Renniger and Officers Tina Griswold,
Ronald Owens II, and Greg Richards of the
Lakewood Police Department in the State of
Washington were shot and killed as they sat
in a coffee shop;

Whereas Public Law 87-726 designates May
15th of each year as Peace Officers Memorial
Day, and the calendar week during which
that Day occurs as Police Week;

Whereas section 7(m) of title 4, United
States Code, requires that the United States
flag be flown at half-staff on all government
buildings on Peace Officers Memorial Day;
and

Whereas law enforcement officers deserve
the gratitude of the people of the United
States for their service: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Peace
Officers Memorial Day;

(2) honors Federal, State, and local law en-
forcement officers who have been killed or
disabled in the line of duty; and

(3) calls upon the people of the United
States to observe Peace Officers Memorial
Day with ceremonies and respect befitting
those who have risked their lives and died in
service to their communities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DEUTCH) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?
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There was no objection.

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution honors
our law enforcement community by
supporting the observance of Peace Of-
ficers Memorial Day. Since 1962, May 15
has been recognized as Peace Officers
Memorial Day, and the week of May 15
has been designated as Police Week.

O 1500

For nearly 50 years, we have contin-
ued this observance as a way to honor
the men and women of our Nation’s law
enforcement agencies. They protect
our neighborhoods, our homes, and our
loved ones; and we are grateful.

The men and women who dedicate
their careers to our safety do so at the
expense of spending long hours away
from their families, putting themselves
at great risk, and in too many in-
stances, making the ultimate sacrifice.

On average, one law enforcement of-
ficer is killed in the line of duty some-
where in this Nation every 53 hours.
Unfortunately, since the beginning of
this year we have lost 58 officers.

Despite this ever-present danger,
these dedicated professionals continue
to make sacrifices for their commu-
nities without asking thanks or praise.
The law enforcement professionals and
police officers who toil in our commu-
nities across this Nation deserve our
unwavering support and our thankful
recognition.

I commend our colleague from Texas
(Mr. PoE) for introducing this impor-
tant resolution.

I urge my colleagues to support it,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 1299, supporting the goals and
ideals of Peace Officers Memorial Day.
Every year the President issues a proc-
lamation naming May 15 as National
Peace Officers Memorial Day. Of
course, in the days leading up to May
15, thousands of peace officers and
their families come to Washington,
D.C. They come here to remember their
fellow officers and their loved ones who
have given their lives, all in the line of
duty. They participate in conferences
and memorial services. They honor the
memories of those who worked so hard
to protect our communities and, in the
end, made the ultimate sacrifice and
gave their lives for the rest of us.

Americans have been protected by
peace officers for 217 years, ever since
the early settlers in Boston, Massachu-
setts. They established a program
called Night Watch to safeguard those
Bostonians.

Not a day goes by that law enforce-
ment officers do not face danger in
their mission to keep us safe from
crime, acts of violence, and now ter-
rorism. On May 17, 1792, New York
City’s Deputy Sheriff Isaac Smith be-
came the first recorded peace officer to
be killed in the line of duty.
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Mr. Speaker, since that time, 18,600
law enforcement officers have been
killed in the line of duty. Let me re-
peat: 18,600 peace officers in the United
States have been killed in the line of
duty. On average, 58,000 law enforce-
ment officers are assaulted every year;
and in 2009, 125 of those officers were
killed protecting other Americans.
Five of those fallen officers were from
my home State of Texas. Those indi-
viduals were Senior Corporal Norman
Smith of the Dallas Police Depart-
ment. He was killed by gunfire on June
6, 2009. Lieutenant Stuart Alexander
from the Corpus Christi Police Depart-
ment. He was killed by vehicular as-
sault on March 11, 2009. Sergeant
Randy White of the Bridgeport PD was
killed by a vehicle pursuit on April 2,
2009. Houston police officer Henry
Canales was killed by gunfire on June
23, 2009. And Jesse Hamilton was killed
on August 25 by gunfire, and he was a
member of the Pasadena Police Depart-
ment of the State of Texas.

2009 was a particularly difficult year
for peace officer families. On the 21st
day of March 2009, four members of the
Oakland, California Police Department
were shot and killed in the line of duty.
Sergeants Mark Dunakin, Ervin Ro-
mans, Dan Sakai and Officer John Hege
gave their lives in service to their fel-
low Americans, and we honor them in
their service today.

On November 29, 2009 four members
of the Lakewood Police Department in
Washington were brutally ambushed as
they sat in a coffee shop catching up on
paperwork and planning for their up-
coming shift. Sergeant Mark
Renninger and Officers Tina Griswold,
Ronald Owens and Greg Richards were
all veteran law enforcement officers,
each with between 8 and 14 years of ex-
perience. This loss was a staggering
blow to the Lakewood community and
the national community of peace offi-
cers. We continue to mourn this sense-
less loss and honor them for their serv-
ice.

Although there has been great
progress in protecting the safety of
these men and women who wear the
uniform, the death of every officer
serves as a reminder to the whole coun-
try that our Nation’s law enforcement
officers still face dangerous and poten-
tially deadly situations every day.

During my 20 years as a judge in
Texas, I had the privilege of working
alongside some of America’s finest po-
lice officers. Later, during my term on
the bench, some of those police officers
were Killed in the line of duty. Now, as
a founder and co-chair of the Congres-
sional Victims Rights Caucus, I recog-
nize that peace officers are too often
victims of crimes they seek to prevent.

When a peace officer puts on a uni-
form in the morning, they represent
everything that is good, everything
that is right about our country. And I
am privileged to honor them here
today.

Mr. Speaker, we in this House of Rep-
resentatives need to always remember
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that outside these Halls, on the roof-
tops and around the Capitol are the
Capitol police officers watching and
protecting those who come to the peo-
ple’s House, to the Capitol Building
and the surrounding buildings. And we
need to remember that in 1998, two of
those Capitol police officers, Jacob
Chestnut and Detective John Gibson,
were killed in the line of duty in this
very building as they were protecting
other Members of Congress from a gun-
wielding assailant that came into this
place.

We should always remember that
these peace officers every day are a cut
above the rest of us, and they do rep-
resent everything that’s good and fine
and right about America.

Later this week, not far from here,
on the west side of the Capitol, there
will be the families of the slain police
officers in the United States. Sur-
rounding them, in a group, will be
thousands and thousands of peace offi-
cers in the United States, all wearing
the uniform, wearing a badge that they
wear above their heart and a black
cloth across that badge. Those people
stand in honor of those families that
have lost loved ones who were peace of-
ficers that represented the rest of us
and were killed in the line of duty. We
owe them everything that we can say
that is good and noble about their
work. We honor them. We praise those
that are in the line of duty. We remem-
ber those that were killed in the line of
duty, and we also remember their fami-
lies.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in strong support of
H. Res. 1299 to support the goals and ideals
of Peace Officers Memorial Day.

Every year, on May 15, we recognize the
fallen peace officers from our communities
that have given their lives in the line of duty.
We can thank these men and women for up-
holding our laws and ensuring our safety,
even in times of crisis. | am deeply humbled
by the sacrifices of these brave men and
women, and | express my condolences to their
families for their loss.

On January 6, 2009, Dallas lost one of our
own police officers, Senior Cpl. Norman Ste-
phen Smith, when he was shot and killed
while serving an arrest warrant. He died short-
ly before his 18th anniversary with the Dallas
Police Department, and his knowledge and
skill continue to be missed within his unit. With
his death, Dallas lost a great man and a great
police officer, and we will never forget his sac-
rifice for our community’s wellbeing. My con-
dolences go out to his wife, Regina Smith, and
their two children.

Mr. Speaker, Peace Officers Memorial Day
is a day in which we honor some of our na-
tion’s bravest and most valiant men and
women. The work of police officers and other
peace officers places them in danger almost
on a daily basis, and | ask my fellow col-
leagues to join me today in supporting this
resolution that honors our peace officers who
have died in the line of duty.

Mr. POE of Texas. I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask my
colleagues to support this resolution,
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and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
DeEuTCH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.
Res. 1299.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

COMMEMORATING THE LIFE OF
CYNTHIA DELORES TUCKER

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1094) commemorating
the life of the late Cynthia DeLores
Tucker.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1094

Whereas the late Cynthia DelLores Tucker
dedicated her life to eliminating racial bar-
riers by championing civil rights and rights
of women in the United States;

Whereas, having grown up in Philadelphia
during the Great Depression, C. DeLores
Tucker overcame a childhood marked by
economic hardship and segregation;

Whereas, having personally experienced
the effects of racism, C. DeLores Tucker first
became active in the postwar civil rights
movement when she worked to register Afri-
can-American voters during the 1950 Phila-
delphia mayoral campaign;

Whereas C. DeLores Tucker became active
in local politics, developed her skills as an
accomplished fund raiser and public speaker,
and quickly became the first African-Amer-
ican and first woman to serve on the Phila-
delphia Zoning Board;

Whereas in 1965, in the midst of the Civil
Rights Movement, C. DeLores Tucker par-
ticipated in the White House Conference on
Civil Rights and marched from Selma to
Montgomery with Rev. Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr., in support of the 1965 Voting
Rights Bill, which was later signed into law
by President Lyndon Johnson;

Whereas in January 1971, while still pri-
marily focused on efforts to gain equality for
all, C. DeLores Tucker was named Secretary
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania by
then-Governor Milton Shapp, making her the
first female African-American Secretary of a
State in the Nation;

Whereas, under the leadership of C.
DeLores Tucker as Secretary of the Com-
monwealth, Pennsylvania became one of the
first States to pass the Equal Rights Amend-
ment, lower the voting age from 21 to 18, and
institute voter registration through mail;

Whereas, after leaving her position in
Pennsylvania State government, C. DeLores
Tucker became the first African-American
to serve as president of the National Federa-
tion of Democratic Women;

Whereas in 1984, C. DeLores Tucker found-
ed the National Political Congress of Black
Women, now known as the National Congress
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of Black Women, a non-profit organization
dedicated to the educational, political, eco-
nomic, and cultural development of African-
American Women and their families;

Whereas in 1983, C. DeLores Tucker found-
ed the Philadelphia Martin Luther King Jr.
Association for Non-Violence and, in 1986,
the Bethune-DuBois Institute, both of which
are dedicated to promoting the cultural and
educational development of African-Amer-
ican youth and young professionals;

Whereas C. DeLores Tucker served as a
member of the Board of Trustees of the
NAACP and numerous other boards, includ-
ing the Points of Light Foundation and Dela-
ware Valley College;

Whereas, in the later phase of her life, C.
DeLores Tucker publicly criticized gangster
rap music, arguing that such music deni-
grated women and promoted violence and
drug use;

Whereas, as a student of history, C.
DeLores Tucker led the successful campaign
to have a bust of the pioneering activist and
suffragist Sojourner Truth installed in the
United States Capitol, along with other suf-
fragette leaders;

Whereas C. DeLores Tucker received more
than 400 honors and awards during her life-
time, including the NAACP Thurgood Mar-
shall Award, the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Distinguished Service Award, and the Phila-
delphia Urban League Whitney Young
Award, and honorary Doctor of Law degrees
from Morris College and Villa Maria College;
and

Whereas the work of C. DeLores Tucker as
crusader for civil rights and rights of women,
through grace, dignity, and purpose has
helped transform the perception of race and
gender in the United States: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) commemorates the life of the late Cyn-
thia DeLores Tucker;

(2) salutes the lasting legacy of the
achievements of C. DeLores Tucker; and

(3) encourages the continued pursuit of the
vision of C. DeLores Tucker to eliminate ra-
cial and gender prejudice from all corners of
our society.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DEUTCH) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the resolution under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. DEUTCH. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1094
commemorates the life of the late Cyn-
thia DeLores Tucker. Cynthia DeLores
Tucker dedicated her life to elimi-
nating racial barriers by championing
civil rights and the rights of women. In
particular, Ms. Tucker realized that
voting was the most important civil
right denied to African Americans and
the key to changing this country. She
spent her career in service to the prin-
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ciple that there could be no equality
without equal access to the ballot box.

Born October 4, 1927, the 10th of 11
children, she grew up in Philadelphia
during the Great Depression, over-
coming a childhood marked by eco-
nomic hardship and segregation, to at-
tend Temple University and later the
University of Pennsylvania.

In what would become the first step
in her long career as a civil rights ac-
tivist, Ms. Tucker worked to register
African-American voters during the
1950 Philadelphia mayoral campaign.
Shortly thereafter, she became active
in local politics, serving as the first Af-
rican American and first woman on the
Philadelphia Zoning Board.

Driven by her belief that no one
should be denied the right to partici-
pate in our democracy, Ms. Tucker
went on to participate in the White
House Conference on Civil Rights and
to march from Selma to Montgomery
with Dr. King in support of the 1965
Voting Rights Bill.

In 1971, Ms. Tucker was named Sec-
retary of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania by then-Governor Milton
Shapp, making her the first female Af-
rican American to hold this position in
any State in the Nation. Under her
leadership as Secretary of the Com-
monwealth, Pennsylvania became one
the first States to pass the Equal
Rights Amendment, to lower the vot-
ing age from 21 to 18, and to institute
voter registration through the mail.

After leaving her position in Penn-
sylvania State Government, Ms. Tuck-
er continued to dedicate her time to
public service and the promotion of
civil rights through private organiza-
tions. She served as a member of the
Board of Trustees of the NAACP, and
on numerous other boards, including
the Points of Light Foundation and
Delaware Valley College.

In 1984, Ms. Tucker co-founded the
National Political Congress of Black
Women, now known as the National
Congress of Black Women, a nonprofit
organization dedicated to the edu-
cational, political, economic and cul-
tural development of African-American
women and their families.

Mr. Speaker, Cynthia DeLores Tuck-
er was a crusader for civil rights and
the rights of women. Through her dedi-
cation to voting rights and the civil
rights movement, she helped transform
the perception of race and gender in
the United States.

I'd like to commend my colleague,
Diane Watson, for introducing this res-
olution. It is important that this Na-
tion remember and honor the out-
standing work of civil rights activists
like Ms. Tucker.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, in the last House reso-
lution that we just discussed, Peace Of-
ficers Memorial Day, H. Res. 1299, I
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also want to mention the fact that
Deputy Sheriff Shane Thomas Detwiler
of the Chambers County Sheriff’s De-
partment in Texas was killed in the
line of duty on July 13, 2009, and his
cause of death was gunfire.

In this resolution, H. Res. 1094, of
course I support this resolution. And
this resolution commemorates the life
of the late Cynthia DeLores Tucker.
Ms. Tucker dedicated her life to elimi-
nating racial barriers and fighting for
civil rights and the rights of women. In
1927 she was born in Philadelphia. Her
dad was a minister. After overcoming
financial hardship and segregation dur-
ing the Great Depression, she attended
Temple University and the University
of Pennsylvania at the Wharton
School.

As part of the postwar civil rights
movement, she worked to register Afri-
can American voters in the 1950 Phila-
delphia mayor’s race. She later became
the first African American and the
first woman to serve on the Philadel-
phia Zoning Board.

Then in 1965 she marched from Selma
to Montgomery, Alabama with Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr., in support of
the 1956 Voting Rights Act.

In 1971 she became Secretary of the
State of Pennsylvania, making her the
first female African American Sec-
retary of State in the whole United
States.

In 1984, Ms. Tucker founded the Na-
tional Political Congress of Black
Women, today known as the National
Congress of Black Women; and with the
help of this organization, she criticized
the promotion of drugs and violence in
gangsta rap music, and also how
women were treated in the music in-
dustry.

She was also the founding member of
the National Women’s Political Cau-
cus, and she was head of the minority
caucus of the Democratic National
Committee. Her life’s work on behalf of
racial and gender equality truly reaped
fruitful change in our country.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this resolution. I commend
the sponsor of this resolution, DIANE
WATSON from California.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H. Res.
1094 to commemorate the life of the late Cyn-
thia DelLores Tucker, a civil rights activist and
the first female, African-American Secretary of
State of any of our fifty states.

C. Delores Tucker was born in Philadel-
phia, Pennsylvania in 1927 as the tenth of thir-
teen children. She grew up during the Great
Depression, and during this period she faced
large amounts of racism and economic hard-
ship. She would later attend Temple University
and the University of Pennsylvania, and in
1951 she married her husband, Bill Tucker.

In 1950, Ms. Tucker became active in the
civil rights movement and local politics when
she registered African-American voters for the
Philadelphia mayoral campaign. She would
later go on to run for public office herself and
was elected to the Philadelphia Zoning Board
where she became the first African-American
and the first woman to serve in this position.
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Later, in 1971, she was named Secretary of
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania making
her the first female, African-American sec-
retary of a state in the nation.

The rights of African Americans and the
rights of women were never far from Mrs.
Tucker’s thoughts. In 1965, she participated in
the White House Conference on Civil Rights,
and she marched with Rev. Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr., from Selma, Alabama to Mont-
gomery, Alabama in support of the 1965 Vot-
ing Rights Bill. She also founded the National
Congress of Black Women in order to aid in
the educational, political, economic, and cul-
tural development of African-American women
and their families.

Mr. Speaker, America lost a great soul and
noble spirit with the passing of Cynthia
Delores Tucker. | ask my fellow colleagues to
join me today in honoring her legacy by sup-
porting this resolution. Truly, she will be
missed.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in support of H. Res. 1094: “Commemo-
rating the life of the late Cynthia Delores
Tucker.”

Although it has been almost five years since
the world lost a true pioneer and leader, but
the legacy of C. DelLores Tucker endures. Oc-
tober 13, 2005 did not mark a tragedy; rather,
it marked a day of celebration as to the
achievements and legacy of a paragon of the
woman leader. It is an honor for me to stand
here today to celebrate the passing on of Dr.
C. Delores Tucker to her rightful place among
other angels and saints.

Dr. Tucker represented a major segment of
African American and political history in the
U.S. She was among the many women stal-
warts of our lifetime that led on so many dif-
ferent issues. The key aspect about Dr. Tuck-
er’s efforts was that they were not for personal
gain. | would compare her to an eagle that
spread its wings to help other women—not
only African Americans, but all women. She
provided the wind and momentum for other
women to ascend to equality and a better
quality of life.

Given the long fight that our dear Delores
and | endeavored together in the Halls of Con-
gress, | ask your short indulgence as | cite an
excerpt from the words spoken by a similar
pioneer, Madame Sojourner Truth, in her
“Ain’'t | a Woman?” speech delivered at a
women’s rights convention in Akron, Ohio in
1851:

That man over there says that women need
to be helped into carriages, and lifted over
ditches, and to have the best place every-
where. Nobody ever helps me into carriages,
or over mud-puddles, or gives me any best
place! And ain’t I a woman? Look at me!
Look at my arm! I have ploughed and plant-
ed, and gathered into barns, and no man
could head me! And ain’t I a woman? I could
work as much and eat as much as a man—
when I could get it—and bear the lash as
well!l And ain’t I a woman? I have borne thir-
teen children, and seen most all sold off to
slavery, and when I cried out with my moth-
er’s grief, none but Jesus heard me! And ain’t
Iawoman?. . .

If my cup won’t hold but a pint, and yours
holds a quart, wouldn’t you be mean not to
let me have my little half measure full?

Then that little man in black there, he
says women can’t have as much rights as
men, ‘cause Christ wasn’t a woman! Where
did your Christ come from? Where did your
Christ come from? From God and a woman!
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Man had nothing to do with Him. If the first
woman God ever made was strong enough to
turn the world upside down all alone, these
women together ought to be able to turn it
back, and get it right side up again! And now
they is asking to do it, the men better let
them.

Obliged to you for hearing me, and now old
Sojourner ain’t got nothing more to say.

Dr. Tucker did just this—she fought until the
fight was made, she spoke until “she ain’t
[had] nothing more to say.” For women’s
rights, civil rights, the disenfranchised, or the
underrepresented, she stood up like a warrior
and a leader, and the progress she made will
be enjoyed by many for as long as man ex-
ists. As author Ron Daniels said in his opinion
piece in the Madison Times, DelLores was not
afraid to denounce gang violence, fratricide, or
the denigration of women in rap lyrics; not
afraid to implore our children to devote less
time to athletics and more to academics; and
staunchly advocated excellence in education,
improved parenting skills, and the harnessing
of our economic resources as a distinct mar-
ket. It did not have to be sexy, popular, or
self-promoting to be right for Dr. C. Delores
Tucker, and | had the privilege of standing
next to her in the trenches of the fight for
equality.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. C. DeLores Tucker was a
close and valued friend for many years. Her
crusade for women’s and civil rights served
not only as an inspiration to women, minori-
ties, and other traditionally disadvantaged
groups, but to all of society, and her lifelong
service indeed worked for its betterment. From
her devout involvement in the Democratic
Party to her founding of the Philadelphia Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., Association for Non-Vio-
lent Change, she embodied the tenacity and
courage necessary to eradicate the disparities
and bigotry that continues to constrain the at-
tainment of equality.

Of her many endearing qualities were the
fact that her service was never for personal
gain and that it was boundless—she never
hesitated to travel the extra mile to help oth-
ers. This was evident in her singular work as
the lead advocate to urge the recognition and
honor of abolitionist Sojourner Truth with the
addition of her likeness to the statue com-
memorating women’s suffrage in the rotunda
of the United States Capitol. Bill, as you know,
her determined, passionate, and powerful ef-
forts have ultimately resulted in the honoring
of Sojourner Truth. Our own Delores was in
her own right a guiding light of truth. The love
and devotion that she displayed in this en-
deavor continue to inspire legislators and sup-
porters.

[ 1515

Mr. POE of Texas. I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to commemorate the life
and to honor the legacy of Cynthia
DeLores Tucker by supporting this res-
olution, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
DEUTCH) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1094.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
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rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
CONGRATULATING THE NATURAL
RESOURCES CONSERVATION

SERVICE ON ITS 75TH ANNIVER-
SARY

Mr. HOLDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 62)
congratulating the outstanding profes-
sional public servants, both past and
present, of the Natural Resources Con-
servation Service on the occasion of its
75th anniversary.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

S. CON. RES. 62

Whereas the well-being of the United
States is dependent on productive soils along
with abundant and high-quality water and
related natural resources;

Whereas the Natural Resources Conserva-
tion Service (in this resolution referred to as
“NRCS”) was established as the Soil Con-
servation Service in the Department of Agri-
culture in 1935 to assist farmers, ranchers,
and other landowners in protecting soil and
water resources on private lands;

Whereas Hugh Hammond Bennett, the first
Chief of the Soil Conservation Service and
the ‘“‘father of soil conservation’, led the cre-
ation of the modern soil conservation move-
ment that established soil and water con-
servation as a national priority;

Whereas the NRCS, with the assistance of
President Franklin D. Roosevelt, State gov-
ernments, and local partners, developed a
new mechanism of American conservation
service delivery, which brings together pri-
vate individuals with Federal, State, and
local governments to achieve common con-
servation objectives;

Whereas the NRCS provides a vital public
service by supplying technical expertise and
financial assistance to cooperating private
landowners for the conservation of soil and
water resources;

Whereas the NRCS, as authorized by Con-
gress, has developed and provided land con-
servation programs that have resulted in the
restoration and preservation of millions of
acres of wetlands, forests, and grasslands
that provide innumerable benefits to the
general public in the form of recreational op-
portunities, wildlife habitat, water quality,
and reduced soil erosion;

Whereas the NRCS is the world leader in
soil science and soil surveying;

Whereas the NRCS is the national leader in
the inventory of natural resources on private
lands, providing national leaders and the
public with the status and trends related to
these resources and helping forecast the
availability of critical water supplies;

Whereas the NRCS has helped communities
develop and implement thousands of locally
led projects that continue to provide flood
control, soil conservation, water supply, and
recreational benefits to all Americans, while
providing business and job creation opportu-
nities as well;

Whereas since its establishment, the NRCS
has developed, tested, and demonstrated con-
servation practices, helped develop the
science and art of conservation, and con-
tinues to strive toward innovation;

Whereas the NRCS encourages and works
with landowners and land users to adopt con-
servation practices and technologies in a
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voluntary manner to address natural re-
source concerns;

Whereas NRCS employees serve in offices
in every State and territory, while other em-
ployees assist other countries and govern-
ments;

Whereas while some NRCS employees work
directly with landowners, other employees
serve in support of NRCS field operations,
but all work toward a common goal of im-
proving the condition of all natural re-
sources found on private lands, knowing
when they succeed, all Americans benefit;
and

Whereas the NRCS has been ‘‘helping peo-
ple, help the land” for 75 years: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress—

(1) congratulates the outstanding con-
servation professionals of the Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service on the occasion
of the 76th anniversary of the Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service;

(2) recognizes the vital role conservation
plays in the well-being of the United States;

(3) expresses its continued commitment to
the conservation of natural resources on pri-
vate lands in both the national interest and
as a national priority; and

(4) recognizes the services that the Natural
Resources Conservation Service provides to
the United States by helping farmers, ranch-
ers, and other landowners to protect soil,
water, and related natural resources.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. HOLDEN) and the
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. LUCAS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HOLDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on S. Con. Res. 62.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of S. Con. Res. 62, congratulating the
outstanding professional public serv-
ants, both past and present, of the
United States Department of Agri-
culture’s Natural Resources Conserva-
tion Service on the occasion of its 75th
anniversary.

I am proud to say that Members on
both sides of the aisle support this res-
olution. I join Agriculture Committee
Chairman COLLIN PETERSON, Ranking
Member FRANK LUCAS, and many of my
colleagues on the Agriculture Com-
mittee in cosponsoring the House
version of this resolution, which recog-
nizes an important Federal agency that
has helped our farmers and ranchers
practice smart conservation on private
land since its inception in 1935.

Established by Congress in response
to the Dust Bowl disaster that dev-
astated vast stretches of our land, the
agency was originally known as the
Soil Conservation Service. In 1994, the
agency’s name changed to the Natural
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Resources Conservation Service to
more accurately reflect its role in pro-
tecting all natural resources, not only
soil, but also air, water, plants, and
animals.

NRCS provides technical and finan-
cial assistance to landowners at local
levels, thus recognizing the diversity of
the land in this country and the unique
concerns in each region. In fact, you
will find NRCS field offices in nearly
every county in the Nation. NRCS
helps local communities carry out
thousands of conservation projects,
which often translate into opportuni-
ties for job creation and increased in-
vestment in local communities.

Mr. Speaker, the United States de-
pends as much today on productive
soils and an abundant, high-quality
water supply as we did 75 years ago. In
fact, given the agricultural and envi-
ronmental challenges we face, these
programs are more important than
ever. With this resolution we salute the
NRCS professionals, both past and
present, who have worked alongside
America’s local farmers and ranchers
for 75 years to help preserve our essen-
tial natural resources.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and to join me in recog-
nizing the great work of the USDA
Natural Resources Conservation Serv-
ice.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 62, which
recognizes the 75 years of service of the
National Resources Conservation Serv-
ice, the NRCS. Created by Congress in
1935, the Soil Conservation Service,
now known as the NRCS, has worked
hand-in-hand with local governments,
organizations, farmers, ranchers, and
other landowners to preserve and pro-
tect our Nation’s natural resources on
private lands.

Farmers were conserving long before
it became a celebrated trend to ‘‘go
green’’. They have always had a vested
interest in preserving the land that
provides for them. Partnering with the
NRCS, our producers are provided the
scientific and technical assistance to
implement the most advanced con-
servation practices in the world.

Through the NRCS’s assistance and
implementation of conservation pro-
grams, producers have voluntarily
worked to help reduce soil erosion, in-
crease wetlands, and improve water
and air quality, meeting mounting gov-
ernment regulations and preserving
farmland and wildlife habitat. The en-
vironmental gains produced on these
private lands provide benefits far be-
yond the farm.

The benefits of the NRCS’s assistance
are evident in my home State of Okla-
homa. The conservation practices im-
plemented by the producers have re-
duced the removal of topsoil and pre-
vented a recurrence of the disastrous
conditions of the 1930s Dust Bowl from
ever happening again. NRCS also works
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to protect the safety of our rural com-
munities by rehabilitating old dams
and working to implement flood pre-
vention programs.

I would like to thank Chairman PE-
TERSON for his leadership in intro-
ducing a similar resolution I have co-
sponsored. I would also like to thank
my colleagues on the Ag Committee
who have helped to craft the greenest
farm bills in recent history. But most
importantly, I want to thank and con-
gratulate the men and women of the
Natural Resources Conservation Serv-
ice for their work in the field over the
years, providing our producers with the
assistance to protect our natural re-
sources.

And let me just say once again: rep-
resenting a part of the great State of
Oklahoma that faced the greatest chal-
lenges of both the economic depression
of the 1930s and the Dust Bowl, those
good folks at what at that time was
the Soil Conservation Service, working
with what we would now consider to be
very primitive equipment, working to
educate and encourage producers to
adopt practices that would ultimately
make such a tremendous difference
they have—what can you say? Whether
it’s the NRCS or the old Soil Conserva-
tion Service, the same great people for
75 years taking care of our natural re-
sources. Thank you.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HOLDEN. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, Mr. Speaker, and urge
the passage of the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
HOLDEN) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the concurrent res-
olution, S. Con. Res. 62.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 22 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6:30 p.m.

——
O 1830

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. HALVORSON) at 6 o’clock
and 30 minutes p.m.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.
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Votes will be taken in the following
order:

House Resolution 1294, by the yeas
and nays;

House Resolution 1328, by the yeas
and nays;

House Resolution 1299, by the yeas
and nays.

Proceedings on House Concurrent
Resolution 268 will resume later in the
week.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

SUPPORTING DESIGNATION OF NA-
TIONAL EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE
DISPOSAL DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 1294, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1294.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 388, nays 0,
not voting 42, as follows:

[Roll No. 256]

YEAS—388

Ackerman Burton (IN) Dicks
Aderholt Butterfield Dingell
Adler (NJ) Buyer Doggett
AKkin Calvert Donnelly (IN)
Alexander Camp Doyle
Altmire Campbell Dreier
Andrews Cantor Driehaus
Arcuri Capito Duncan
Austria Capps Edwards (MD)
Baca Capuano Edwards (TX)
Bachmann Cardoza Ehlers
Bachus Carnahan Ellison
Baird Carney Ellsworth
Baldwin Carson (IN) Emerson
Barrow Carter Eshoo
Bartlett Cassidy Etheridge
Barton (TX) Castle Farr
Bean Castor (FL) Fattah
Becerra Chaffetz Filner
Berkley Chandler Flake
Berman Childers Fleming
Biggert Chu Forbes
Bilbray Clay Fortenberry
Bilirakis Cleaver Foster
Bishop (GA) Clyburn Foxx
Bishop (NY) Coble Frank (MA)
Blackburn Coffman (CO) Franks (AZ)
Blumenauer Cohen Frelinghuysen
Boccieri Conaway Fudge
Boehner Conyers Gallegly
Bonner Cooper Garamendi
Bono Mack Costa Garrett (NJ)
Boozman Costello Gerlach
Boren Courtney Giffords
Boswell Crenshaw Gingrey (GA)
Boucher Crowley Gonzalez
Boustany Cuellar Goodlatte
Boyd Culberson Gordon (TN)
Brady (PA) Cummings Granger
Brady (TX) Dahlkemper Graves
Braley (IA) Davis (CA) Grayson
Bright Davis (IL) Green, Al
Broun (GA) Davis (KY) Green, Gene
Brown (SC) DeGette Griffith
Brown, Corrine DeLauro Grijalva
Brown-Waite, Dent Guthrie

Ginny Deutch Hall (NY)
Buchanan Diaz-Balart, L. Hall (TX)
Burgess Diaz-Balart, M. Halvorson

Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui

Barrett (SC)
Berry
Bishop (UT)
Blunt

Cao

Clarke

Cole
Connolly (VA)
Davis (AL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
Delahunt
Engel
Fallin
Gohmert

McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Richardson
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce

Gutierrez
Heller
Hodes
Hoekstra
Inglis

King (IA)
Kirk
Latham
Lee (CA)
Lynch
Markey (CO)
McKeon
McMahon
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—42

Mollohan
Payne
Peters
Radanovich
Reyes
Rodriguez
Rush
Souder
Speier
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
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Messrs. TEAGUE and TIAHRT and
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD changed their
vote from ‘‘nay”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam Speak-
er, on rollcall No. 256, had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

———————

HONORING WILLIAM EARNEST
“ERNIE”’ HARWELL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 1328, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1328.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 394, nays 0,
not voting 36, as follows:

[Roll No. 257]

YEAS—3%4

Ackerman Butterfield Deutch
Aderholt Buyer Diaz-Balart, L.
Adler (NJ) Calvert Diaz-Balart, M.
AKkin Camp Dicks
Alexander Campbell Dingell
Altmire Cantor Doggett
Andrews Capito Donnelly (IN)
Arcuri Capps Doyle
Austria Capuano Dreier
Bachmann Cardoza Driehaus
Bachus Carnahan Duncan
Baird Carney Edwards (MD)
Baldwin Carson (IN) Edwards (TX)
Barrow Carter Ehlers
Bartlett Cassidy Ellison
Barton (TX) Castle Ellsworth
Bean Castor (FL) Emerson
Becerra Chaffetz Eshoo
Berkley Chandler Etheridge
Berman Childers Farr
Biggert Chu Fattah
Bilbray Clarke Filner
Bilirakis Clay Flake
Bishop (GA) Cleaver Fleming
Bishop (NY) Clyburn Forbes
Blackburn Coble Fortenberry
Blumenauer Coffman (CO) Foster
Boccieri Cohen Foxx
Boehner Conaway Frank (MA)
Bonner Connolly (VA) Franks (AZ)
Bono Mack Conyers Frelinghuysen
Boozman Cooper Fudge
Boren Costa Gallegly
Boswell Costello Garamendi
Boucher Courtney Garrett (NJ)
Boustany Crenshaw Gerlach
Boyd Crowley Giffords
Brady (PA) Cuellar Gingrey (GA)
Brady (TX) Culberson Gonzalez
Braley (IA) Cummings Goodlatte
Bright Dahlkemper Gordon (TN)
Broun (GA) Davis (CA) Granger
Brown (SC) Dayvis (IL) Graves
Brown, Corrine Davis (KY) Grayson
Brown-Waite, DeFazio Green, Al

Ginny DeGette Green, Gene
Buchanan Delahunt Griffith
Burgess DeLauro Guthrie
Burton (IN) Dent Hall (NY)
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Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall

Baca
Barrett (SC)
Berry
Bishop (UT)
Blunt

Cao

Cole

Davis (AL)
Davis (TN)
Engel
Fallin
Gohmert
Grijalva

Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross

Gutierrez
Heller
Hoekstra
Inglis

Kirk

Klein (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lynch
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Mollohan
Murphy (CT)
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Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—36

Payne
Radanovich
Rodriguez
Rush
Scott (GA)
Souder
Speier
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in the vote.

O 1904

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN MEMORY
OF FORMER REPRESENTATIVE
IKE ANDREWS OF NORTH CARO-
LINA

(Mr. PRICE of North Carolina asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I rise today on behalf of the
North Carolina delegation to note with
sadness the passing of former Rep-
resentative Ike Andrews, who rep-
resented North Carolina’s Fourth Con-
gressional District from the 93rd to the
98th Congress, 1973 to 1984.

Ike Andrews rose from humble begin-
nings in the small town of Bonlee in
Chatham County, North Carolina, to
the Halls of Congress, and he never for-
got his small town roots. He main-
tained a modest demeanor that some-
times belied the depth of his knowledge
on complicated policy issues.

Ike’s service to his county began as
an Army master sergeant. Ike served
his country during World War II as a
field artillery forward observer, earn-
ing a Purple Heart and a Bronze Star.
When Ike came back from the war, he
earned both an undergraduate and a
law degree from the TUniversity of
North Carolina at Chapel Hill, begin-
ning a long relationship, a lifetime re-
lationship with that school.

Before coming to Congress, Ike
served as both a North Carolina State
senator and a State representative ad-
vancing the cause of desegregation in
North Carolina’s schools. His work in
North Carolina was an opening act to a
congressional career particularly de-
voted to the cause of education. Edu-
cation changed his life, and he wanted
to make sure that other people of mod-
est means would have the same oppor-
tunity.

In Congress he served as chairman of
the Education and Labor Committee’s
Human Resources Subcommittee,
where he worked to advance vol-
unteerism programs and programs to
reduce juvenile delinquency.

When I was elected to this body 2
years after Ike had left it, he was al-
ways there to offer advice and encour-
agement. Today, as I think of his work
in this body, I acknowledge with appre-
ciation that it helped shape North
Carolina’s Triangle region as we know
it today, a vibrant place of learning
and research and innovation.

Ike Andrews is survived by his wife,
JoAnne, and his daughter, Alice.
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On behalf of the Members of this
body, I want to express condolences for
their loss; on behalf of my wife, Lisa;
all of the Members of this body; all
present and former colleagues.

At this point, I am happy to yield to
my colleague from North Carolina, the
dean of our delegation, Mr. COBLE.

Mr. COBLE. I thank the gentleman
from North Carolina for yielding.

‘““Hail fellow well met’”’ were words
coined with Ike Andrews in mind. One
could have met Ike for the first time,
and he left thinking he’d known him
for years. He was indeed ‘‘hail fellow
well met,” and I am pleased to join my
friend from North Carolina and my
other colleagues in honoring the mem-
ory of Ike Andrews.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I
thank my colleague.

Now, Madam Speaker, I'd like to ask
that we observe a moment of silence in
honor of the memory of former Rep-
resentative Ike Andrews.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would ask all present to rise for
the purpose of a moment of silence.

——————

PEACE OFFICERS MEMORIAL DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 1299, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
DEUTCH) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1299.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 395, nays 0,
not voting 35, as follows:

[Roll No. 258]

YEAS—39
Ackerman Boehner Capuano
Aderholt Bonner Cardoza
Adler (NJ) Bono Mack Carnahan
Akin Boozman Carney
Alexander Boren Carson (IN)
Altmire Boswell Carter
Andrews Boucher Cassidy
Arcuri Boustany Castle
Austria Boyd Castor (FL)
Baca Brady (PA) Chaffetz
Bachmann Brady (TX) Chandler
Bachus Braley (IA) Childers
Baird Bright Chu
Baldwin Broun (GA) Clarke
Barrow Brown (SC) Clay
Bartlett Brown, Corrine Cleaver
Barton (TX) Brown-Waite, Clyburn
Bean Ginny Coble
Becerra Buchanan Coffman (CO)
Berkley Burgess Cohen
Berman Burton (IN) Conaway
Biggert Butterfield Connolly (VA)
Bilbray Buyer Cooper
Bilirakis Calvert Costa
Bishop (GA) Camp Costello
Bishop (NY) Campbell Courtney
Blackburn Cantor Crenshaw
Blumenauer Capito Crowley
Boccieri Capps Cuellar
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Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen

Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
Latta
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
MeclIntyre
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
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Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden

Walz Whitfield Wu
Watt Wilson (OH) Yarmuth
Waxman Wilson (SC) Young (AK)
Weiner Wittman Young (FL)
Welch Wolf
Westmoreland Woolsey

NOT VOTING—35
Barrett (SC) Heller Mollohan
Berry Hoekstra Payne
Bishop (UT) Inglis Radanovich
Blunt Kirk Rodriguez
Cao LaTourette Rush
Cole Lee (CA) Souder
Conyers Lowey Speier
Davis (AL) Lynch Wamp
Dayvis (TN) McKeon Wasserman
Fallin Meek (FL) Schultz
Gohmert Meeks (NY) Waters
Gutierrez Melancon Watson

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining
in this vote.

0 1917

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Madam Speaker, | was
unavoidably absent for votes in the House
chamber today. | would like the RECORD to
show that, had | been present, | would have
voted “yea” on rollcall votes 256, 257 and
258.

————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 5116, AMERICA COMPETES
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2010

Mr. ARCURI, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 111-479) on the resolution (H.
Res. 1344) providing for consideration
of the bill (H.R. 5116) to invest in inno-
vation through research and develop-
ment, to improve the competitiveness
of the United States, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

————

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO SEC-
RETARY OF THE INTERIOR

Mr. GRIJALVA, from the Committee
on Natural Resources, submitted a
privileged report (Rept. No. 111-480) on
the resolution (H. Res. 1254) directing
the Secretary of the Interior to trans-
mit to the House of Representatives
certain information relating to the
Secretary’s Treasured Landscape Ini-
tiative, potential designation of Na-
tional Monuments, and High Priority
Land-Rationalization Efforts, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
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nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, May 11, 2010.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-

ington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed
envelope received from the White House on
Monday, May 11, 2010 at 5:09 p.m., and said to
contain a message from the President where-
by he submits the 2010 National Drug Control
Strategy.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.

———

2010 NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL
STRATEGY—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 111-107)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committees on Armed Services,
Education and Labor, Energy and Com-
merce, Foreign Affairs, Homeland Se-
curity, the Judiciary, Natural Re-
sources, Oversight and Government Re-
form, Small Business, Transportation
and Infrastructure, Veterans’ Affairs,
and Ways and Means and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I am pleased to transmit the 2010 Na-
tional Drug Control Strategy, a blue-
print for reducing illicit drug use and
its harmful consequences in America. I
am committed to restoring balance in
our efforts to combat the drug prob-
lems that plague our communities.
While I remain steadfast in my com-
mitment to continue our strong en-
forcement efforts, especially along the
southwest border, I directed the Office
of National Drug Control Policy to re-
engage in efforts to prevent drug use
and addiction and to make treatment
available for those who seek recovery.
This new, balanced approach will ex-
pand efforts for the three critical ways
that we can address the drug problem:
prevention, treatment, and law en-
forcement.

Drug use endangers the health and
safety of every American, depletes fi-
nancial and human resources, and
deadens the spirit of many of our com-
munities. Whether struggling with an
addiction, worrying about a loved one’s
substance abuse, or being a victim of
drug-related crime, millions of people
in this country live with the dev-
astating impact of illicit drug use
every day. This stark reality demands
a new direction in drug policy—one
based on common sense, sound science,
and practical experience. That is why
my new Strategy includes efforts to
educate young people who are the most
at-risk about the dangers of substance
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abuse, allocates unprecedented funding
for treatment efforts in federally quali-
fied health centers, reinvigorates drug
courts and other criminal justice inno-
vations, and strengthens our enforce-
ment efforts to rid our streets of the
drug dealers who infect our commu-
nities.

I am confident that if we take these
needed steps, we will make our country
stronger, our people healthier, and our
streets safer. If we boost community-
based prevention efforts, expand treat-
ment opportunities, strengthen law en-
forcement capabilities, and work col-
laboratively with our global partners,
we will reduce drug use and its result-
ing damage.

While I am proud of the new direc-
tion described here, a well-crafted
strategy is only as successful as its im-
plementation. To succeed, we will need
to rely on the hard work, dedication,
and perseverance of every concerned
American. I look forward to working
with the Congress, Federal, State, and
local officials, tribal leaders, and citi-
zens across the country as we imple-
ment this Strategy and make our com-
munities better places to live, work,
and raise our families.

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 11, 2010.

————

HONORING THE LIFE OF EDWARD
BOWMAN, SR.

(Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, I rise today in honor of the
life of a great man and constituent, Mr.
Edward Bowman, Sr. of Cheshire.

In my hometown of Cheshire, Con-
necticut, there aren’t many traffic
jams, but on the day of his burial pro-
cession, Ed Bowman caused one heck of
a mess that virtually closed down
Route 10. Hundreds turned out to pay
respects to Cheshire’s hero, a giant in
business and in charity.

One of Cheshire’s leading business-
men, the owner of White-Bowman, Ed
was an even better volunteer and com-
munity cheerleader. If you volunteered
at the St. Bridget food drive, Ed Bow-
man was there packing grocery bags
next to you; if you cared about youth
sports, Ed Bowman was chalking the
ball field with you; and if you were in-
terested in helping Kkids go to college,
Ed Bowman was right there with you
hustling for scholarships.

He was a rarity among us. He served
not because he wanted any acclama-
tion but because his Catholic faith told
him it was the right thing to do.

He leaves behind eight children and
25 grandchildren—a family that has
simply picked up where its patriarch
left off. Ed Bowman was Cheshire, and
the Bowman family is Cheshire.

———

CUBA DAY

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, tomorrow I will be cohosting a
briefing to honor the courage and the
sacrifice of those struggling for free-
dom in Cuba. In the last few months,
the regime has only stepped up its vi-
cious repression.

Orlando Zapata Tamayo, a coura-
geous human rights activist, recently
lost his life at the hands of the tyr-
anny. Las Damas de Blanco, the Ladies
in White, endured physical attacks by
Cuban security thugs. And each day,
Guillermo Farinas’ health continues to
worsen as the calls for freedom in Cuba
remain unanswered.

Jenisset Rivero from the Cuban
Democratic Directorate will join us to
discuss these and other recent assaults
by the dictatorship in Cuba. I welcome
and urge you to join us for this impor-
tant briefing tomorrow at noon in 2253
Rayburn.

See you there.

———

ON THE RETIREMENT OF SENIOR
AIRMAN JON B. TURNEY

(Mr. CONAWAY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CONAWAY. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to pay a small tribute to an
exceptionally accomplished con-
stituent hailing from Santa Anna,
Texas—Senior Airman Jon B. Turney.
Senior Airman Turney recently distin-
guished himself as an MQ-9 remotely
piloted aircraft instructor sensor oper-
ator with the 29th Attack Squadron,
49th Operations Group, 49th Fighter
Wing. With just over 3 years in the Air
Force, Airman Turney has been inte-
gral to the success of the remotely pi-
loted aircraft community.

He has flown 364 instructional hours,
resulting in 92 qualified MQ-9 sensor
operators. These operators have joined
overseas contingency operations in
support of Operations Iraqi and Endur-
ing Freedom. He personally created an
MQ-9 community of practice, providing
real-time and easily accessible re-
motely piloted aircraft data to users
Air Force wide. He assisted with the
creation of a new draft of Air Force
tactics, techniques and procedures for
the MQ-9, positively impacting oper-
ations Air Force wide. Finally, in his
free time he is active in charity and is
pursuing a bachelor’s degree.

These accomplishments along with
his technical and Ileadership skills
earned him the 29th Attack Squadron
Airman of the Year for 2009 and a place
as one of the Air Force’s 2010 Team of
the Year members.

On behalf of the people of Central and
West Texas, I thank Senior Airman
Turney for his exemplary service to his
country and look forward to following
his future success. I wish both he and
his young family all the happiness and
good health that God can grant them;
and may God bless them all.
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RECOGNIZING PLYMOUTH FIRE
CAPTAIN TOM EVENSON AND
FIREFIGHTER ANN KORSMO

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAULSEN. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to recognize two heroes from
my district who went above and beyond
their call of duty. Plymouth Fire Cap-
tain Tom Evenson and Volunteer Fire-
fighter Ann Korsmo recently received
the Firefighters Heroes Award from the
Twin Cities chapter of the American
Red Cross.

After learning about a local family
who suffered severe burns during a
home fire incident, these firefighters
decided to provide a fire safety course
to the family to help them overcome
their fear and avoid similar problems
in the future. When they came to dis-
cover the grandmother, who cares for
the family’s children, was deaf, they
reached out to a local hearing profes-
sional and were able to get a $6,000 pair
of hearing aids charitably donated.

Madam Speaker, the selfless service
of people like Tom Evenson and Ann
Korsmo is what makes our commu-
nities and our country great, and I am
proud to recognize them here today.

————
POLICE WEEK

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, this week is Police
Week, which has a particular resonance
here in Washington, home to the Na-
tional Peace Officers Memorial. Tues-
day, there was a Blue Mass at St. Pat-
rick’s Catholic Church in honor of the
men and women Kkilled in 2009 in the
line of duty. On Thursday, there is a
candlelight vigil in the memory of the
117 police officers who gave the last
full measure of devotion to protect us
from criminals.

In my State of Pennsylvania, seven
officers died in the last year. Among
them was State Trooper Paul G.
Richey, who was Kkilled in Oil City in
my congressional district. He left a
wife and two children.

Only Texas, Florida and California
had more police deaths than Pennsyl-
vania. The number of deaths from gun-
fire is up 21 percent, from 38 last year
to 46.

Many of the events of Police Week
help raise awareness and funding for
Concerns of Police Survivors or COPS,
a nonprofit organization. Proceeds help
the family members of fallen officers—
a worthy cause.

——
0 1930
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order
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of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

———

IRAQ’'S MOST VIOLENT DAY OF
THE YEAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker,
Monday, yesterday, was the most vio-
lent day so far this year in Iraq. In
what the Associated Press called a ‘‘re-
lentless cascade of bombings and shoot-
ings,” insurgents killed more than 100
people, not to mention hundreds of
wounded and maimed, in a series of co-
ordinated attacks. Both civilian and
security forces came under siege: a
bombing outside a restaurant in Kut
province; another at the mayor’s office
in Tarmiya; another at a market in
Suwayra; and security checkpoints
throughout Baghdad hit by gunmen
disguised as street cleaners.

At a textile factory in the city of
Hillah, the bombing was timed at the
end of a shift, maximizing the blood-
shed and the casualties. When people
rushed to help the wounded, a suicide
bomber detonated his explosives in the
crowd, just adding to the carnage. Ac-
cording to the AP account, the wound-
ed in Hillah could be heard cursing
their government for its inability to
protect them.

A few years ago, you’ll remember we
were told the insurgency was in its
“last throes.” But it is clearly capable
of wreaking havoc—and doing so with
precision and sophisticated planning.
The continuing political instability in
Iraq is contributing to the chaos, as
the elections held more than 2 months
ago have yet to produce a clear winner
and a new government. There’s real
danger, Madam Speaker, that if the
Sunnis are not given a stake in the new
government, we could see the kind of
sectarian strife bordering on civil war
that exploded in Iraq just a few years
ago.

With most of the recent attention on
Afghanistan, this onslaught serves as a
chilling reminder of just how dan-
gerous and unstable Iraq remains. Fear
and violence remain a way of life. We
can’t become complacent, Madam
Speaker. We can’t forget about the role
of the U.S.-led military occupation and
what role that played in inflaming the
insurgency in the first place and in
provoking these kinds of attacks. Much
was made of the supposed blow to the
insurgency when two leaders of al
Qaeda in Iraq were Kkilled last month.
Yesterday’s horror just goes to show
that killing terrorists and killing mili-
tants just makes it easier for al Qaeda
to recruit new ones.

Just a few hours ago comes word that
top officials are apparently drawing ex-
actly the wrong conclusion for Mon-
day’s attacks. They’re talking about
slowing down the pace of the redeploy-
ment of our troops out of Iraq. What we
need instead, Madam Speaker, is an ac-
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celeration of the redeployment plan,
because our continued military pres-
ence is a key factor in motivating mili-
tants to acts of unspeakable terror.
We’re doing as much to engender vio-
lence as to tamp it down. We’re doing
as much to undermine security as we
are to contributing to it. Only by end-
ing our military occupation and replac-
ing it with a civilian surge can we hope
to foster peace, stability, and democ-
racy in Iraq.

The men and women of our armed
services have performed their duties
with honor and courage. They are not
to blame for a failed policy, Madam
Speaker. But for their safety and for
the good of Iraq and for the good of the
future of the Iraqi civilians and their
country, let’s bring our troops home.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

ASSAULT ON THE BORDER
PATROL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 56 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. It’s National Po-
lice Week, where we honor the lawmen
and the women who protect this great
Nation. As we pause to recognize the
service and sacrifice of all U.S. law en-
forcement officers, we also need to re-
member the men and women who work
on the border, our Border Patrol
agents. Some have sacrificed their
lives putting themselves between the
bad guys and us. We owe their families
a great debt for those sacrifices, like
U.S. Border Patrol Senior Patrol Agent
Luis Aguilar, who was Kkilled in the line
of duty in 2008. Agent Aguilar was at-
tempting to deploy a set of road spikes
to stop a narco-terrorist drug smug-
gler. The drug smuggler attempted to
evade our agents and escape back into
Mexico across the Imperial Sand Dunes
in the Yuma sector of Arizona. The
suspect, driving a Hummer, accelerated
his vehicle and intentionally hit Offi-
cer Aguilar, and he was Kkilled.

Border Patrol Agent Robert Rosas of
the Campo, California, Border Patrol
Station was murdered in 2009 while per-
forming his duties. Agent Rosas was re-
sponding to suspicious activity in the
area notorious for alien and drug smug-
gling when he was shot and Kkilled by
unidentified assailants. The murder oc-
curred in a remote border area near
Campo, California, where Agent Rosas
was shot several times in the head, exe-
cution style. Agent Rosas was 30 years
of age.

Even our U.S. Park Rangers aren’t
safe from these terrorists. In the wake
of 9/11, Kris Eggle protected his coun-
try by intercepting weapons, thousands
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of pounds of illegal drugs, and hundreds
of illegal lawbreakers from foreign
countries. He guarded a 31-mile stretch
of our Nation’s southern boundary.
Kris was shot and killed in the line of
duty at Organ Pipe Cactus National
Monument on August 9, 2002. He was
pursuing members of a drug cartel hit
squad. They fled into the United States
after committing a string of murders
in Mexico. Kris was 28 years of age
when he was mowed down by these
narco-terrorists in Arizona.

Our Border Patrol agents are under
constant assault. Not counting the
murders, Madam Speaker, I have a
chart here that illustrates just in the
last few years assaults on our Border
Patrol agents. These are the men and
women on the border, protecting us
from people crossing in. Going back to
2004, there were about 300, almost 400
assaults on our border agents. In 2005,
about 680. 2006, 750. And then 2007, 2008,
and 2009, all about a thousand assaults
on our border agents. Most of these as-
saults, Madam Speaker, are committed
by people crossing the border into the
United States illegally and committing
assaults on our Border Patrol agents.
For some reason, we don’t hear much
about it in the national media. They
seem to be concerned about other
issues.

Madam Speaker, we have here what
the Border Patrol agents call the ‘“‘war
wagon.”” This is called the war wagon
because they modify their Border Pa-
trol vehicles, their pickup trucks, and
they put wire mesh screens over the
front windshields, over the side win-
dows. They even protect the lights on
top because when they get close to the
border, people from foreign countries
that are trying to come into the United
States pelt our Border Patrol agents
with rocks, and they destroy their ve-
hicles. They also happen to harm our
Border Patrol agents. So they have to
improvise these war wagons to protect
themselves from assaults.

During this Police Week, Madam
Speaker, when we remember peace offi-
cers in this country that were Kkilled,
we need to remember the Border Patrol
agents that do their duty every day
trying to protect our porous border, be-
cause they don’t get the resources the
Federal Government should give them,
including the National Guard. They are
constantly under attack. A thousand
assaults a year against our Border Pa-
trol is a bit much, don’t you think,
Madam Speaker? We in this House of
Representatives owe them the duty to
make sure they are protected, and we
do that by protecting the border and
making sure that people who come into
the United States are stopped at the
border if they are here and trying to
cross illegally.

Madam Speaker, our borders are a
war zone. As a Texas Ranger once told
me, he said, After dark, Congressman
PoE, the border in Texas and Mexico
gets Western. It gets violent. Our law
enforcement officers are out-manned,
out-gunned, and out-financed. We need
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the moral resolve as a Nation to secure
the dignity our borders, to protect the
lawmen that are down there doing the
job that we let them do, we ask them
to do, and they are trying to do the
best they can. They need more re-
sources, more boots on the ground, and
that includes sending the National
Guard on the border, as requested by
State Governors, because it is the first
duty of government to protect the
country and the people that live in it.

And that includes Border Patrol
agents.
And that’s just the way it is.
————

TALE OF WALL STREET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, the
clever comedy tale that’s being spun by
Wall Street megabanks and their min-
ions here in Washington is that they
are paying back $700 billion our tax-
payers bestowed on them in the fall of
2008. In fact, some spinmeisters say the
bailout actually will cost our tax-
payers just $109 billion, not the origi-
nally projected $700 billion of costs,
called TARP, the Troubled Asset Relief
Program. The PR spin even got CNN to
report that the cost to the taxpayers
will be far less than originally antici-
pated. If you believe that, you’ll be-
lieve anything.

One of the bittersweet reasons that
they will pay back less is that the
Obama administration originally stat-
ed that up to 4 million people could
save their homes through the loan
modification program that was part of
the TARP. But through this February,
only 170,000 distressed homeowners re-
ceived any long-term modification. So
that program is a failure, as the Amer-
ican people continue to be disgorged
out of their homes. In fact, only 4 per-
cent of those eligible have even been
dealt with and their mortgages re-
worked.

We need a full cost accounting across
this economy of what these speculators
did to us. They took our money, they
gambled with it, and then they turned
our Treasury into their insurance com-
pany. And now they’re dumping all
their mistakes on our generation and
the next two to follow.

I want to shine the light on a very
dark corner where the true cost of the
bailout sits. Come with me and look
beyond the curtain where the wizard is
really hiding. Secretary Geithner and
even Elizabeth Warren, the TARP over-
seer, say the banks are paying us back.
But what they are paying back is only
part of the so-called TARP moneys.
Paying back the TARP is far, far from
enough. At least 12 Treasury programs
have thus far cost our taxpayers over
$727 billion. Perhaps $380 billion rep-
resents TARP. But there are 24 Federal
Reserve programs that have already
cost $1.738 billion. So the approximate
total cost of the Wall Street meltdown
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is somewhere over $2.4 trillion put
right at the taxpayers’ doorstep. That
number is staggering. It’s huge. Thus,
the TARP money being paid back is
less than 1 percent of the staggering
number.

Paying back the TARP is hardly
enough. Wall Street banks recorded
record profits and record bonuses last
year on the backs of the American peo-
ple who are struggling without jobs
and fighting to keep their homes. We
expect the $2.4 trillion will continue to
rise. And here is why: Treasury has
promised unending support, regardless
of the dollar amount, for the next 3
years to Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac
to fill the holes in each institution.
These are two secondary market insti-
tutions’ dumping grounds for all of
Wall Street’s unfinished laundry.

Our government has spent already
$61 billion on Freddie Mac. Plus $83 bil-
lion more on Fannie Mae. That’s an-
other $144 billion—and the number is
rising.

[J 1945

We will spend more, as both compa-
nies continue their death spiral of
losses. But the $2.4 trillion cost still
might not be all that the financial cri-
sis, brought on by reckless speculators
on Wall Street, will cost us.

What about the cost of all those bad
mortgages settled in at Fannie and
Freddie, as well as institutions across
this country and world? You see, the
heart of the financial crisis is the hous-
ing crisis, so we need to add in the
losses at FHA, VA, and the Agriculture
Department because they all do hous-
ing programs. Add in the cost to our
economy as a decline in equity in
homes across this country. We need to
count that too. And what about the
total cost of unemployment that came
after that? Figure out how much the
Federal Government has paid out in in-
surance in COBRA payments. What
about including an accurate estimate
of the cost of lost productivity? What
growth potential have we lost? And
what about the effect on the economy
of the loss in stock earnings? How
about the loss in IRAs and pension
funds? The Ohio public pension funds
took a $480 million hit with the failure
of Lehman Brothers. What about the
effect on the economy of higher pre-
miums on the FDIC banks who had to
shore up the insurance fund because so
many smaller banks have collapsed
under the toxic weight and potentially
fraudulent practices of the big banks?
Community banks can’t expand, hire,
or lend more since more revenue has
gone into insuring their deposits. When
these small banks go down due to the
damaged economy brought to us by
Wall Street, the big banks gobble them
up and even get bigger.

Can you put a dollar value on the
mental and emotional strain that citi-
zens across this country are experi-
encing? It’s clear that Wall Street is
doing just fine, and it’s equally clear
that Main Street is not. Madam Speak-
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er, we need a full cost accounting of
what Wall Street cost this economy,
and we’re far from calculating it.

[From the New York Times, May 7, 2010]
IGNORING THE ELEPHANT IN THE BAILOUT
(By Gretchen Morgenson)

If you blinked, you might have missed the
ugly first-quarter report last week from
Freddie Mac, the mortgage finance giant
that, along with its sister Fannie Mae, sol-
diers on as one of the financial world’s big-
gest wards of the state.

Freddie—already propped up with $52 bil-
lion in taxpayer funds used to rescue the
company from its own mistakes—recorded a
loss of $6.7 billion and said it would require
an additional $10.6 billion from taxpayers to
shore up its financial position.

The news caused nary a ripple in the placid
Washington scene. Perhaps that’s because
many lawmakers, especially those who once
assured us that Fannie and Freddie would
never cost taxpayers a dime, hope that their
constituents don’t notice the burgeoning
money pit these mortgage monsters rep-
resent. Some $130 billion in federal money
had already been larded on both companies
before Freddie’s latest request

But taxpayers should examine Freddie’s
first-quarter numbers not only because the
losses are our responsibility. Since they also
include details on Freddie’s delinquent mort-
gages, the company’s sales of foreclosed
properties and losses on those sales, the re-
sults provide a telling snapshot of the cur-
rent state of the housing market

That picture isn’t pretty. Serious delin-
quencies in Freddie’s single-family conven-
tional loan portfolio—those more than 90
days late—came in at 4.13 percent, up from
2.41 percent for the period a year earlier. De-
linquencies in the company’s Alt-A book,
one step up from subprime loans, totaled
12.84 percent, while delinquencies on inter-
est-only mortgages were 18.5 percent. Delin-
quencies on its small portfolio of option-ad-
justable rate loans totaled 19.8 percent.

The company’s inventory of foreclosed
properties rose from 29,145 units at the end of
March 2009 to almost 54,000 units this year.
Perhaps most troubling, Freddie’s nonper-
forming assets almost doubled, rising to $115
billion from $62 billion.

When Freddie sells properties, either be-
fore or after foreclosure, it generates losses
of 39 percent, on average.

There is a bright spot: new delinquencies
were fewer in number than in the quarter
ended Dec. 31.

Freddie Mac said the main reason for its
disastrous quarter was an accounting change
that required it to bring back onto its books
$1.5 trillion in assets and-liabilities that it
had been keeping off of its balance sheet.

None of the grim numbers at Freddie are
surprising, really, given that it and Fannie
have pretty much been the only games in
town of late for anyone interested in getting
a mortgage. The problem for taxpayers, of
course, is that the company’s future doesn’t
look much different from its recent past

Indeed, Freddie warned that its credit
losses were likely to continue rising
throughout 2010. Among the reasons for this
dour outlook was the substantial number of
borrowers in Freddie’s portfolio that cur-
rently owe more on their mortgages than
their homes are worth.

Even as its business suffers through a sour
real estate market, Freddie must pay hefty
cash dividends on the preferred stock the
government holds. After it receives the addi-
tional $10.6 billion it needs from taxpayers,
dividends owed to Treasury will total $6.2
billion a year. This amount, the company
said, ‘‘exceeds our annual historical earnings
in most periods.”
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In spite of these difficulties, Freddie and
Fannie are nowhere to be seen in the various
financial reform efforts under discussion on
Capitol Hill. Timothy F. Geithner, the
Treasury secretary, offered a vague comment
to Congress last March, that after some un-
specified reform effort someday in the fu-
ture, the companies ‘‘will not exist in the
same form as they did in the past”

Fannie and Freddie, lest you’ve forgotten,
have been longstanding kingpins in the hous-
ing market, buying mortgages from banks
that issue them so the banks could turn
around and lend even more. After both com-
panies overindulged in the lucrative but
riskier end of home loans, they nearly col-
lapsed, prompting the federal rescue. Since
then, the government has continued to use
the firms as mortgage buyers of last resort,
to help stabilize a housing Market that is
still deeply troubled.

To some, the current silence on what to do
about Freddie and Fannie is deafening—as is
the lack of chatter about Freddie’s disas-
trous report last week.

“I don’t understand why people are not
talking about it,” said Dean Baker, co-direc-
tor of the Center for Economic and Policy
Research in Washington, referring to
Freddie’s losses. “‘It seems to me the most
fundamental question is, have they on an on-
going basis been paying too much for loans
even since they went into conservatorship?’’

Michael L. Cosgrove, a Freddie spokesman,
declined to discuss what the company pays
for the mortgages it buys. ‘“We are sup-
porting the market by providing liquidity,”
he said. ‘““‘And we have longstanding relation-
ships with all the major mortgage lenders
across the country. We’re in the business of
buying loans and we are one of the few
sources of liquidity available.”

But Mr. Baker’s question gets to the heart
of the conflicting roles that Freddie and
Fannie are being asked to play today. On the
one hand, the companies are charged with
supporting the mortgage market by buying
loans from banks and other lenders. At the
same time, they must work to minimize
credit losses to make sure the billions that
taxpayers have poured into the firms don’t
disappear.

Freddie acknowledged these dueling goals
in its quarterly report ‘‘Certain changes to
our business objectives and strategies are de-
signed to provide support for the mortgage
market in a manner that serves our public
mission and other nonfinancial objectives,
but may not contribute to profitability,” it
noted. Freddie said that its regulator, the
Federal Housing Finance Agency, has ad-
vised it that ‘“‘minimizing our credit losses is
our central goal and that we will be limited
to continuing our existing core business ac-
tivities and taking actions necessary to ad-
vance the goals of the conservatorship.”

Mr. Baker’s concern that Freddie may be
racking up losses by overpaying for mort-
gages derives from his suspicion that the
government might be encouraging it to do so
as a way to bolster the operations of mort-
gage lenders.

That would make Fannie’s and Freddie’s
mortgage-buying yet another backdoor bail-
out of the nation’s banks, Mr. Baker said,
and could explain the government’s reluc-
tance to include them in the reform efforts
now being so hotly debated in Washington.

“If they are deliberately paying too much
for mortgages to support the banks,” Mr.
Baker said, ‘‘the government wants them to
be in a position to keep doing that, and that
would mean not doing anything about their
status until further down the road.”

It’s no surprise that the government
doesn’t want to acknowledge the soaring
taxpayer costs associated with these mort-
gage zombies. The truth about Fannie and
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Freddie has always been hard to come by in
Washington, and huge piles of money seem
to circulate silently around both firms.

Remember last Christmas Eve? That’s
when the Treasury quietly decided to remove
the $400 billion limit on federal borrowings
available to Fannie and Freddie through
2012.

That stealth move didn’t engender much
confidence in either the companies or their
government guardian.

But because taxpayers own Freddie and
Fannie, we should know more about their
buying habits, as Mr. Baker points out. Un-
fortunately, if the government’s past actions
are any indication of what we can expect,
then don’t hold your breath waiting for the
facts.

——
LET'S MAKE HISTORY BY SUP-
PORTING OUR NATION'S MA-
RINES AS THEY SUPPORT US

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. JONES. Madam Speaker, last

week, the House of Representatives
passed a suspension bill that was H.R.
24, to redesignate the Department of
the Navy to be known as the Depart-
ment of the Navy and Marine Corps.
That bill had 426 cosponsors, colleagues
from both sides of the aisle, who be-
lieve sincerely that the Marine Corps
has earned this right to be recognized.
All this is about recognition.

I want tonight to thank Senator PAT
ROBERTS. Senator PAT ROBERTS last
January put in a companion bill to
H.R. 24, Senate Bill 504. Senator ROB-
ERTS himself served in the TUnited
States Marine Corps. He was an officer,
a retired Marine officer. This Monday,
he wrote a letter to every Senator, and
I want to read just a little part of this,
Madam Speaker. First, the subtitle of
his letter says, ‘‘Let’s Make History By
Supporting Our Nation’s Marines As
They Support Us: Redesignate the De-
partment of Navy as the Department of
Navy and the Marine Corps.” And he
further states, ‘“Dear Colleague,”—I'm
just going to read paragraphs from this
letter, Madam Speaker—‘‘it is not pos-
sible to overstate the service and sac-
rifice of any man or woman who wears
or has worn the Marine Corps uniform,
whether in Iwo Jima 65 years ago or
today. The Corps has been ‘first to
fight for right and freedom’ for over 234
years. That is why I am writing to urge
you to cosponsor S. 504, a bill to redes-
ignate the Department of the Navy as
the Department of the Navy and Ma-
rine Corps.” He does state, but I am
not going to repeat this because I just
stated this, that he praises the House
of Representatives because we passed
unanimously H.R. 24, and he does men-
tion the number of 426 cosponsors.

He further states in his letter to his
colleagues in the Senate, ‘I hope you
will join me in recognizing our Na-
tion’s force in readiness, our Marine
Corps, and those who serve in it as
equal to our other Armed Forces.”” To
cosponsor S. 504, please contact his of-
fice.
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Madam Speaker, I want to read this
as well: “P.S. One only has to watch
the current acclaimed special tele-
vision production ‘‘Pacific’’ to under-
stand why Marines everywhere are ex-
pressing their heartfelt support for
what they believe is a long overdue
oversight. The Marines and Marine vet-
erans in your State simply ask you to
join them with your support.” Again,
this letter is to the Senate, and I know
that Senator ROBERTS himself plans to
reach out to as many Senators as he
can to ask them to support this.

Madam Speaker, with that, I would
like to close by asking, as I do on the
floor of the House many times, I ask
God to please bless our men and women
in uniform. I ask God to please bless
the families of our men and women in
uniform. I ask God in his loving arms
to hold the families who have given a
child dying in Afghanistan and Iraq,
and I ask God to please bless the House
and Senate, that we will do what is
right in the eyes of God. And I ask God
to give strength, wisdom, and courage
to President Obama, that he will do
what is right in the eyes of God. And
three times I will ask God, please God,
please God, please God, continue to
bless America.

—————

A TRIBUTE TO ASIAN PACIFIC
AMERICANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SCHIFF. Madam Speaker, each
May we honor Asian Pacific Americans
and celebrate the extraordinary con-
tributions they make to enhance our
communities and our Nation. Since the
first Japanese immigrants arrived in
the United States on May 7, 1843, gen-
erations of brave men and women have
come to our country seeking new lives
for themselves and their families, the
promise of the American Dream. Their
perseverance in the fight for equality
and opportunity despite obstacles such
as racial, social, and religious discrimi-
nation, is truly inspiring. I am proud
to represent one of the most diverse
congressional districts in the country.
One in four of my constituents is of
Asian Pacific heritage, many of whom
are of Chinese, Filipino, Korean, Japa-
nese, and Vietnamese descent. We
share our customs and traditions, and
ultimately, our community and our
Nation are enriched by the presence of
Asian Pacific Americans.

They have distinguished themselves
as entrepreneurs, educators, and mem-
bers of our Armed Forces. And the 29th
Congressional District boasts an im-
pressive list of Asian Pacific American
civic leaders who are strongly com-
mitted to our community, including:
John Chiang, serving California as con-
troller, is the highest-ranking Asian
Pacific American elected State official.
Representing California’s 21st Senate
District is Carol Liu, and serving the
49th Assembly District is Assembly-
man Mike Eng.
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On the local level, we have Alhambra
Mayor Stephen Sham; Alhambra City
Council member Gary Yamauchi; Al-
hambra Unified School Board members
Chester Chau and Robert “Bob’ Gin;
Garvey School Board members Janet
Chin, Henry Lo, and John Yuen; Mon-
terey Park Mayor Anthony Wong;
Monterey Park Council members
Mitchell Ing, David Lau, and Betty
Tom Chu; San Gabriel Mayor Albert
Huang; San Gabriel Unified School
Board member Philip Hu; South Pasa-
dena Council member Mike Ten; South
Pasadena Unified School Board mem-
ber Joseph Loo; Temple City Council
member Vincent Yu; and Temple City
Unified School Board member Janet
Rhee.

The contribution of Asian Americans
to our community, our State, and our
Nation are not limited to these individ-
uals. Our Nation has benefited from the
contribution of Asian Americans for
decades. The Japanese American 100th
Infantry Battalion and the 442nd Regi-
mental Combat Team, commonly
known as the ‘“‘Go for Broke’ regi-
ments, courageously served our Nation
during World War II and earned several
awards for their distinctive service in
combat. During this Congress I intro-
duced legislation to pay tribute to the
“Go for Broke” regiment by awarding
them the Congressional Gold Medal,
Congress’ highest civilian honor. And
continuing the spirit of service to our
Nation, I am happy to announce that
two of my service academy nominees
who received appointments this year
are Richard Hyun Kim, a resident of
Temple City and student of Temple
City High School, who will be attend-
ing the Military Academy at West
Point this fall, and Marcus Nguyen, a
San Gabriel High School student from
the city of Alhambra, who received an
appointment to the Naval Academy.
We’re so lucky to have these wonderful
people in our community. As we cele-
brate Asian American and Pacific Is-
lander Heritage Month, I urge all of us
to reflect upon and celebrate the con-
tributions of Asian Pacific Americans
to our history, our way of life and the
future we will share as citizens of this
great Nation.

——

ACTION NEEDED NOW AT OUR
SOUTHERN BORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam
Speaker, Mr. POE of Texas comes down
here quite frequently and talks about
the problems along the border between
the United States and Mexico. Yester-
day I received an email that I would
like to read to my colleagues. The sub-
ject is ‘““The Wild Southern Border.”
And it starts off, and it says, ‘A lesson:
Don’t leave your weapons in the car,
don’t turn your back on strangers who
are somewhere they don’t belong, use
your cell phone with your off hand, not
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your strong hand.” And the reason
they start off with that lesson is be-
cause of what is said in this email, and
I would like to read it to you.

“As you know, one of the local
ranchers was murdered in Douglas, Ari-
zona, 2 weeks ago. I received three mes-
sages similar to the one below from dif-
ferent officers within the Rangers and
law enforcement. Yesterday afternoon,
I talked to another rancher near us
who is a friend of ours and whose great
grandfather started their ranch here in
1880. These are good people. He told me
what really happened out at the Krentz
ranch and what you won’t read in the
papers. The Border Patrol is afraid of
starting a small war between civilians
here and the drug cartels in Mexico.

“Bob Krentz was checking his water
like he does every evening and came
upon an illegal alien who was lying on
the ground, telling him he was sick.
Bob called the Border Patrol and asked
for a medical helicopter to evacuate
the gentleman. As he turned to go back
to his ATV, he was shot in the side.
The round came from down and angled
up, so they know the shooter was on
the ground. Bob’s firearm was in the
ATV, so he had no chance. Wounded, he
called the Cochise County Sheriff and
asked for help. Bleeding in the lungs,
he called his brother, but the line was
bad. So he called his wife, but again
the line was bad. Several ranchers
heard the radio call and drove to his lo-
cation. Bob was dead by this time. The
ranchers tracked the shooter 8 miles
back towards Mexico and cornered him
in a brushy draw. This was all at night.

“The sheriff and Border Patrol ar-
rived and told him not to go down and
engage the murderer. They went
around to the back side, and if you can
believe it, the assassin managed to get
by a B.P. helicopter and a sheriff’s
posse and back into Mexico. So much
for professional help when you need
it.”

And I would like to say that I think
the Border Patrol and the sheriffs do a
great job with what they have down
there. Nevertheless, this is what he
says in his email. ‘““One week before the
murder, Bob and his brother Phil, who
I shoot with, hauled a huge quantity of
drugs off the ranch that they found in
trucks. One week before that, a ranch-
er near Naco did the same thing. Two
nights later, gangs broke into his
ranch house and beat him and his wife
and told them that if they ever touched
any drugs they found, they would come
back and kill them.

“The ranchers here deal with cut
fences and haul drug deliveries off their
ranches all the time. What ranchers
think is that the drug cartels beat the
one rancher and shot Bob because they
wanted to send a message. Bob always
gave food and water to illegals, and so
they think they sent the assassin to
pose as an illegal who was hungry and
thirsty, knowing it would catch Bob
off-guard. What is going on down here
is not being reported. You need to tell
the people how bad it is along the bor-
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der. Texas is worse. Near El Paso, it’s
in a state of war; 5,000 people were
killed in Ciudad Juarez last year, and
it’s over 2,000 so far this year. Gun
sales down here are through the roof,
and I get emails from people wanting
firearms training. Something has to be
done, but I don’t hold out much hope.
These gangs have groups in almost
every city in the United States. Please
read below. This is serious business.
The Barrio Azteca and their subgangs
are like Mexican corporations and or-
ganized extremely well. If this doesn’t
get dealt with down here, you guys’—
meaning us up north—‘will deal with
it on your streets.” And it’s signed
Bud.

All I can say is that Mr. POE and oth-
ers have come down here day after day,
week after week, month after month,
talking about the horrible problems on
the border, and this government, the
Federal Government, is not doing any-
thing about it. They’re not approach-
ing this as it should be approached. We
need to send the National Guard down
there. We need to continue with the
border fencing and stop the illegal
aliens from coming across, number one,
and stop the drug traffic and the ter-
rorists who are coming across. This is
a war down there. We’re fighting wars
in other parts of the world. This is our
border, and we need to address this
problem.

————

THEY CARED FOR US: A TRIBUTE
TO OUR LOCAL DOCTORS AND
DENTISTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Northern Mariana Islands
(Mr. SABLAN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SABLAN. Madam Speaker, in
1914, a young Chamorro by the name of
Jose Diaz Torres began his training in
medicine at a small hospital opened by
the German colonial administration on
the island of Saipan. Chamorro people
had their own healing and medicinal
traditions from ancient times, but
Spanish colonizers introduced the in-
digenous people to Western medicine,
and the Germans continued this prac-
tice upon taking control of the North-
ern Mariana Islands at the end of the
19th century. The Germans had a com-
mitment to training local people, and
Jose Torres, or Dr. Torres as he came
to be called, thus became the islands’
first local doctor. When Japan sup-
planted Germany, Dr. Torres continued
his practice in a hospital the Japanese
constructed. There too, the careers of
Saipan’s first Chamorro dentists, Dr.
Manuel Manibusan Aldan and Dr. Juan
Charfauros Reyes, began.

Victory over the Japanese in World
War II brought the United States to
control of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands. After the war, the islands were
administered under a United Nations
trusteeship arrangement that required
the United States to improve the
standard of living. This responsibility
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was carried out by the U.S. Depart-
ment of the Navy during the 1950s. The
Navy built temporary hospitals on
Saipan for the treatment of both mili-
tary and civilian personnel. In recogni-
tion that the local population needed
access to permanent medical care, the
Navy also expanded the colonial prac-
tice of training promising individuals
in dentistry and medicine. The Navy
sent Dr. Juan Charfauros Reyes for fur-
ther education to the School of Dental
Assistants, Navy Hospital, Guam. Doc-
tors Jose Lujan Chong, Francisco
Taman Palacios, Benusto Rogolifoi
Kaipat, Jose Tenorio Villagomez, and
Calistro Camacho Cabrera were sent
for medical training first to the Naval
Medical School on Guam and then to
the Central Medical School at Suva,
Fiji, in the early 1950s.

O 2000

Dr. Carlos Sablan Camacho similarly
trained in Fiji later in the decade and
in Hawaii in the 1970s.

In 1962, two important events took
place in the Northern Mariana Islands.
First, the U.S. Department of the Inte-
rior took over the United States’ trust-
eeship responsibilities from the Navy,
inaugurating the establishment of the
Government of the Trust Territory of
the Pacific Islands, the capital of
which was eventually located on
Saipan. Second, the residents of Saipan
witnessed the grand opening of a mod-
ern, civilian-staffed hospital built on
As Terlaje hill, christened Dr. Torres
Hospital in honor of Saipan’s first local
doctor.

The 1960s and 1970s brought opportu-
nities for the aforementioned local doc-
tors to obtain advanced training in
Guam and in Hawaii. Joining the ranks
of the Northern Marianas’ first doctors
and dentists in 1972 were Dr. Manuel
Quitano Sablan and Dr. Helen Taro,
who earned their degree in dentistry
and medicine, respectively, from the
Fiji School of Medicine. Like their
faithful colleagues before them, Dr.
Sablan and Dr. Taro returned after
their schooling to be of service to the
people of the Northern Marianas, tak-
ing care of the dental and medical
needs of the island community.

The people of the Northern Mariana
Islands have the deepest appreciation,
admiration, and respect for our pioneer
doctors and dentists—to those still liv-
ing today and to the memory of those
that have passed on. May their compas-
sion and dedication always be an exam-
ple and inspire more of our young peo-
ple to pursue a career in health care.

————
AUDIT THE FED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, I rise to
call attention to my colleagues of a
vote that occurred in the other body
today. Senator VITTER from Louisiana
offered an amendment to the financial
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reform package in the Senate that was
essentially—it was exactly the same as
H.R. 1207, which is Audit the Fed bill.
There was a vote on this, and unfortu-
nately there were only 37 Senators that
voted in favor of this Audit the Fed
bill. This is rather sad because it is al-
ready in the House version of the finan-
cial reform bill, and in the House we
have 319 cosponsors of this bill. So it is
a very well-accepted bill by a broad
spectrum of both Republicans and
Democrats.

But the reason why this is so dis-
turbing is because of the current
events going on in the financial mar-
kets. Right now we are involved with
bailing out Europe and especially bail-
ing out Greece, and we are doing this
through the Federal Reserve. The Fed-
eral Reserve does this with currency
swaps. They do this by literally giving
loans and guarantees to other central
banks, and they can even give loans to
governments. So this is placing the
burden on the American taxpayers, not
direct taxation, but by expanding the
money supply, this is a tax on the
American people because this will
bring economic hardship to this coun-
try. And because we have been doing
this for so many years, the economic
hardship is already here. We have been
suffering from it.

But the problem comes that once you
have a system of money where you can
create it out of thin air, there is no re-
straint on the spending in the Con-
gress. And then the debt piles up, and
then they get into debt problems as
they are in Greece and other countries
in Europe. And how do they want to
bail them out? With more debt.

But what is so outrageous is that the
Federal Reserve can literally deal in
trillions of dollars. They don’t get the
money authorized. They don’t get the
money appropriated. They just create
it, and they get involved in bailing out
their friends, like they have been doing
for the last 2 years, and now they are
doing it in Europe.

So my contention is that they de-
serve oversight. Actually, they deserve
to be reined in where they cannot do
what they are doing. But initially, we
need oversight, and that is why this
vote of only 37 Senators willing to
audit the Federal Reserve in a thor-
ough manner and hold them in check,
which means that there were 62 Sen-
ators that support the idea of main-
taining a status quo with the Fed and
that they will still be able to make
these loans to these foreign central
banks.

Now, what has this led to? It has led
to tremendous pressure on the dollar.
The dollar is the reserve currency of
the world. We bail out all of the banks
and all of the corporations. We have
been doing this for the last couple of
years to the tune of trillions of dollars,
and even today it looks like the dollar
is strong on the international exchange
market. People are frightened about
what is happening throughout the
world, and they are buying Treasury
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bills and they are buying dollars and
holding dollars. But the real truth is
the dollar is very, very weak, because
the only true measurement of the
value of currency is its relationship to
gold. For 6,000 years, gold has been the
best measurement of the value of a
country’s currency.

In the 1970s, we were very much
aware of what was happening. Our dol-
lar was depreciated to gold at 18 per-
cent, and it ushered in a whole decade
of inflation: prices going up 15 percent;
interest rates up to 21 percent. In the
last 10 years, our dollar has been de-
valued 80 percent in terms of gold.
That means, literally, we have printed
way too much money. Right now, we
are just hanging on. The world is hang-
ing on the fact that the dollar still is
usable. But the whole problem is our fi-
nancial situation is no better in this
country than around the world. There
is just a greater trust in our dollar be-
cause we have a military machine and
we have economic growth in this coun-
try which is greater than others; but,
quite frankly, it is quite weak.

So we face a very serious crisis. To
me, it is very unfortunate that we are
not going to have this Audit the Fed
bill passed in the Senate. It has been
passed in the House. Possibly we can
salvage this in conference and make
sure that this occurs. But since the
Federal Reserve is responsible for the
business cycle, for the inflation, and
for all of the problems that we have, it
is so vital that we stand up and say it
is time for us to assume the responsi-
bility, because it is the Congress, under
the Constitution, which has been au-
thorized to be responsible for the value
of the currency.

As a matter of fact, the Constitution
still says, it has not been amended or
changed, but only gold and silver are
supposed to be used as legal tender, not
pieces of paper, not computer entries.
This can’t work. It is not working very
well. The world is starting to recognize
this, and I am really concerned about
what is going to happen, because a cur-
rency crisis is much worse than a fi-
nancial crisis. We have just been
through the financial crisis. We are in
the midst of it. But a currency crisis,
which is on our doorstep, means that
our dollar will be devalued.

PROTECTING PONZI SCHEME
VICTIMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
T1TUS). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I spoke recently of the urgent need
for certain amendments to the Securi-
ties Investor Protection Act, SIPA, in
order to protect victims of Ponzi
schemes.

Under no circumstances, except com-
plicity with a crooked broker, should
these investors be subject to clawback
litigation. If necessary, I am prepared
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to propose such legislation. Instead of
representing the best interests of the
victims, the Madoff trustee is rep-
resenting SIPC against the victims.
Let’s do the right thing for the average
American who works hard, saves
money, invests in the stock market
with the hope of ultimately retiring on
his savings.

I now want to address the need to
provide such victims with tax relief.
Tens of thousands of Americans have
lost their life savings because of the in-
competence of the SEC and its failure
to close down the operations of Ber-
nard Madoff, Allen Stanford, and so
many others. Congress cannot ignore
the fact that the biggest beneficiary of
Madoff’s and Stanford’s crimes is the
Federal Government. Every year, even
if investors did not take money out of
Madoff or Stanford, they paid taxes on
the supposed income from those invest-
ments.

With respect to Madoff, the reported
income was short-term capital gains,
which is subject to the highest income
tax rate under the Internal Revenue
Code.

Congressman BILL PASCRELL has pro-
posed legislation, H.R. 5058, providing
some tax relief to the victims of these
Ponzi schemes. I strongly support the
bill, and I urge the House to pass this
bill as quickly as possible. Senator
SCHUMER, along with 17 cosponsors, has
proposed a similar bill in the Senate, S.
3166, which I also support. However,
these bills need certain changes to
strengthen them.

With respect to the House bill, there
is a 10-year carryback for theft losses.
Under existing law, taxpayers can uti-
lize the theft laws for 20 years going
forward. However, elderly investors
who have lost all of their savings and
don’t work have no ability to utilize a
theft loss going forward. Thus, giving
these people a 10-year carryback is
only fair.

The Senate bill proposes a 6-year
carryback, which is insufficient.

Both the House and the Senate bills
give a theft loss for IRA investors.
However, the House bill is more gen-
erous than the Senate bill, providing
for a theft loss of up to $2 million;
whereas, the Senate bill limits the loss
to $1.5 million.

We have been infinitely generous to
Wall Street, so it is long overdue to be
fair to Main Street.

Finally, both bills are deficient be-
cause they preclude a theft loss for in-
vestors whose retirement savings were
in 401(k) plans or defined benefit pen-
sion plans or deferred profit-sharing
plans. Congress should not discrimi-
nate against some investors based on
the form of their retirement invest-
ments, all approved by Federal tax
laws. Therefore, the bills in both
Houses must be amended to provide the
same theft loss relief for all retirement
plans no matter how they are struc-
tured.

Congress has shown extraordinary
generosity to the financial service in-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

dustry in the past years. Despite the
fact that these companies that make
up this sector caused the global finan-
cial collapse, Congress provided $400
billion of funding to them with no
strings attached.

Let us not nickel-and-dime Wall
Street’s victims, the taxpayers who
lost their life savings because of the
greed of Wall Street and the incom-
petence of the SEC. We are not seeking
to make them whole. We are simply
disgorging some of the fictitious prof-
its that the government received in tax
payments from the victims of these
crimes.

e —

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

NATIONAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 56 minutes.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Speak-
er, I rise to express my concern over
two critical national security issues:
Iran and the ongoing Israeli-Pales-
tinian conflict.

As far as Iran, the extremist mullah
leaders in that country continue to op-
press and murder their own people.
They, by providing armor-piercing
weapons to terrorists, are also respon-
sible for the death of hundreds, if not
thousands, of American soldiers in
both Iraq and Afghanistan. Yet the Ira-
nian regime is being treated as a legiti-
mate, if not democratic, government.
Well, they are not legitimate nor are
they democratic. They are a radical Is-
lamic anti-Western dictatorship.

We have long since passed the time
when America should have been back-
ing, verbally and otherwise, the Ira-
nian people’s struggle to overthrow
their radical Islamic oppressors. Let
the Iranian people, with our blessings,
rid themselves of this pariah regime.
That would be the best option.

But when it comes to the mullah re-
gime obtaining nuclear weapons, doing
nothing to prevent it is not an option.
If we won’t do what is necessary our-
selves, we should not get in the way of
Israel doing it. Obviously, Israel will be
the first nation threatened with devas-
tation and destruction by a nuclear-
armed Iranian mullah dictatorship.
Thus, if Israel is willing to act and does
50, it should not be viewed as an out-
rage but it should be viewed with un-
derstanding and perhaps with a sense
of relief. If other options fail, intel-
ligence, logistical and political support
for an Israeli operation aimed at pre-
venting the construction of a mullah
A-bomb is in our interest, is in the in-
terest of peace and safety in that re-
gion, and it is in the interest of all of
the people of the world.
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Then there is, of course, the Pales-
tinian-Iranian quagmire. But let us
recognize when we are looking at that
issue, there has been major progress
over the last decade. Israel has demon-
strably reached out to offer an olive
branch to the Palestinian people.

O 2015

They have embraced a two-state so-
lution, which they didn’t do over 10
years ago. They have, in fact, withdrew
their troops from Lebanon. And impor-
tantly, Israel has actually given up
control of Gaza and substantial terri-
tory in the West Bank. And what did
they get for it? Thousands of missiles
launched into Israel itself. And when
retaliating, they, of course, were con-
demned for a fight that they didn’t
even start.

It’s time for the Palestinian missile
attacks to stop and for the Palestin-
ians to reciprocate for Israel’s tangible
concessions in Gaza and on the West
Bank. They should step up to the plate
with a meaningful change of position.

The Palestinians need to recognize
Israel’s right to exist. And to make it
real, the Palestinians must renounce
what they call the right of return. The
Israelis have taken major steps. Now
it’s time for the Palestinians to move.
And until the Palestinians make rec-
ognizable steps forward, as Israel has
done, as I just pointed out, our govern-
ment should not be urging Israel to
give up even more territory or con-
demning them for prodding the Pal-
estinians.

For example, if the Israeli renovation
of apartment complexes in Jerusalem
gets the Palestinians to realize that
they can’t wait forever because Israel
is just going to move on unless the Pal-
estinians come out and try to reach an
agreement, well, if it’s got the Pal-
estinians to understand that, and that
they’re going to have to act and step
forward, then the widely condemned
renovation of those apartment com-
plexes in Jerusalem was actually some-
thing that furthered the cause of peace.

To conclude, I urge the Obama ad-
ministration to change course before
it’s too late, to stand up to the Iranian
Islamic dictatorship, and to be real-
istic about the Israeli-Palestinian con-
flict. Peace can’t come by trying to
prove how sincere we are or by holding
hands with thugs hoping they will be
impressed with our sincerity, or by
condemning a nation that is attacked
for retaliating. It’s time, as we say in
California, to get real.

Unfortunately, when it comes to
these two important foreign policy
challenges, it seems that wishful
thinking and irrational optimism are
what’s guiding America’s foreign pol-
icy.

———

HOW’S THAT SWAMP DRAINING
COMING ALONG?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Texas
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(Mr. CARTER) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker,
Speaker PELOSI took the gavel of this
House in January of 2007, and she made
a promise to this House and this Na-
tion that the new Democrat adminis-
tration of this House would be the
most honest, most open, most ethical
Congress in history, and that she would
drain the swamp. And she said that in
reference to what they called the ‘‘cul-
ture of corruption” in the previous
Congress.

Barack Obama said, when he became
President of the United States, that he
would put an end to the standards of
one standard for powerful people and
one for ordinary folks.

Tonight I'm asking the question,
how’s that swamp draining coming
along, Madam Speaker? Because the
way I see it, and the way we see it in
the newspapers and on television and
other sources these days, is that we
seem to be up to our eyeballs in alli-
gators in this swamp. And this swamp
seems to be oozing across the whole
country.

So how are we coming on draining
that swamp, Madam Speaker? That’s
the kind of question that we think
Members of this House ought to be ask-
ing. And I ask my colleagues, how do
you think we’re coming in draining
this swamp? Because it certainly seems
like there’s an awful lot of strange ani-
mals still wandering around this
swamp, and it certainly seems to be
spreading from coast to coast. And we
need to ask that question over and
over.

You know, I take the position, and I
want to say it right now so it’s very
clear, accusations are just accusations.
Until those accusations are resolved by
a competent finder of fact that will de-
cide whether or not what is alleged is
true, and whether it be under the eth-
ics rules or whether it be under the
laws of the courts of this land, until a
court has found, made a judgment, or
until the Ethics Committee of this
House has made a judgment, they’re
still allegations.

But these allegations are part of
what’s swimming around in this
swamp. And that’s why we need to ask,
Madam Speaker, NANCY PELOSI, how
you coming on draining that swamp?

So let’s look at some of these things,
and let’s just see what we’ve got.

But first let’s go back to what the
President said. February 3 of 2009
President Barack Obama, on CNN said,
I campaigned on changing Washington
and bottom-up politics. I don’t want to
send the message to the American peo-
ple that there are two sets of stand-
ards, one for the powerful people and
one for the ordinary folks who are
working every day and paying their
taxes.

I think that was a very noble state-
ment by the President of the United
States. Now, the question is, how are
we doing under the Barack Obama ad-
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ministration on making sure there’s
not one set of standards for the power-
ful and another for the ordinary citi-
zens?

Another visual here. The Speaker of
our House says, This leadership team
will create the most honest, most open
and most ethical Congress in history.
This was made by Speaker-Elect NANCY
PELOSI of California in a press release
of November 16, 2006, after the Demo-
crats had won the majority in the
House of Representatives. And let’s re-
member that since January 1, 2007, the
Democrats have been in charge and in
the majority in this House of Rep-
resentatives.

So, what am I talking about? Well—
and I'm making this very clear because
I do not want to treat people unfairly—
these are allegations, some of them
made in the press, some of them made
in complaints to the Ethics Committee
and some of them being at least looked
at by police and FBI and others. All of
this is stated in newspaper articles
which we’ll discuss. And that’s just
what they are, they’re allegations. No-
body’s guilty in this country. We still
have the rule of law, and we still be-
lieve that you have to be proved guilty.
And if it’s in a court, it’s beyond a rea-
sonable doubt. And I will defend that
for as long as I live.

But the reputation of this Congress
was what the Speaker of the House was
speaking to when she said she wanted
to drain the swamp. She was accusing
the Republican Party of having a
swamp full of evil alligators that had
broken rules and laws, and that she
was going to clean them up and give us
the most ethical, the most honest, and
the most open Congress in history. No
more closed deals. No more special bar-
gains. It was going to be out in the
open, honest and ethical.

And then we have these questions
that come up. So let’s just give a quick
outline, and then we’ll go into some de-
tails.

Under Barack Obama and NANCY
PELOSI, we could arguably say that we
have had allegations of corruption that
equal the allegations in the famous Tea
Pot Dome scandal. Their latest scandal
is Eric Massa, a Representative who
has now resigned from this Congress.
But it goes on to others. There are vio-
lations that are still unaddressed by
CHARLIE RANGEL, allegations of Tim
Geithner and tax cheating. The list
goes on to ALAN MOLLOHAN, MAXINE
WATERS, PETE VISCLOSKY, JOHN CON-
YERS, the czars, the violation of Jeffer-
son’s Rules of Order in this House and
closed door deals and conferences and
bills that are brought without a chance
to read them. That’s not open. And
some would argue, that’s not ethical.

But let’s look. First let’s go back to
what the President said: we’re not
going to treat anybody differently be-
cause of who they are and how power-
ful they are. Now, I'm sure he was
probably talking about in one way
some of this Wall Street stuff that he’s
talking about now.
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But you know what? There’s an awful
lot of people would say that the folks
that sit in these chairs out here every
day, as far as the government, which,
right now is just about to be in control
of over 50 percent of commerce in this
country by owning an automobile com-
pany, by running the banks, by running
Wall Street, by putting together a
health care plan that covers everybody
and mandates everything in the world
for everybody in this country, and con-
trols the health care system of this
country, that these people that sit in
these chairs are pretty darn powerful.
Some would argue they may be on the
verge of being the most powerful peo-
ple in this country, especially those in
positions of power, like the leadership
of this House and those who are chair-
men of committees.

So let’s just look at one—and I know
some people are tired of hearing me
talk about this—but Mr. RANGEL has
been under investigation now for at
least 18 months that I can remember,
because I've been talking about it that
long. And it’s actually longer than
that. And one of the things that we
brought up and we talked about is the
fact that, as chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, he was treated dif-
ferently than the ordinary person
would be if they had the same kind of
tax problems that he indicated to this
House, from that podium right there
that he had. And yet he was treated
differently. And he was the most pow-
erful person on the Ways and Means
Committee. He admitted to us under-
reporting income and assets for 2007 by
more than half, including a failure to
report his income from his Caribbean
resort property again. And he’d already
told us he didn’t do it once.

Underreporting income and assets by
Rangel’s aides, Rangel’s lease of a
multi-rent-controlled apartment in
Harlem, Rangel’s use of a House park-
ing spot for long-term storage of his
Mercedes, failure to report and pay
taxes on rental income on his resort
villa in the Dominican Republic, al-
leged quid pro quo trading legislative
action in exchange for donations to the
center named for RANGEL at the City
College of New York, gift rule violation
on trips to the Caribbean sponsored by
the Carib News Foundation in 2007 and
2008. And these are the items that are
currently under investigation and have
been for 18 months by the Ethics Com-
mittee of this House. I have asked over
and over and over the Ethics Com-
mittee, please, please resolve these
issues one way or the other. But as I
said, these are allegations.

But you know what? That’s why the
swamp water is rising. And guess what?
The American public isn’t treated the
same way Mr. RANGEL is on their tax
violations. They don’t get to pay the
back taxes with no penalties and inter-
est, as Mr. RANGEL did. So that’s one of
those things that the President prom-
ised us wasn’t going to happen, but it
did. So that’s one we ought to have to
think about.
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The President promised one thing; we
got another. NANCY PELOSI promised
ethical, honest. Some of those things
don’t look ethical, and they don’t look
honest.

Now, the President of the United
States sent to the Senate, and it was
confirmed by the Senate, the appoint-
ment of Secretary of Treasury
Geithner. And certainly, if you’re talk-
ing about the financial world of this
country, the Treasurer of the United
States is certainly one of those people
that the President was talking about,
one of those people who are powerful
people because he’s in charge of basi-
cally the finances of this country, and
certainly in charge of the value of our
money, the issuance of our money, the
national debt.
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All those things are his to take care
of, to make sure where we are going, to
report to us, to speak with other coun-
tries about the financial problems and
financial solutions of the world. He is
the spokesman for our economy.

And yet by his own admission, The
Wall Street Journal says, ‘“‘The Fox
Watching the Henhouse: Tim
Geithner’s Tax History.”” He didn’t pay
Social Security and Medicare taxes for
several years. The IRS audited
Geithner in 2003 and 2004, his taxes,
finding he owed taxes and interest to-
taling $17,230. The IRS waived the pen-
alties. If you know anybody out there
that has had to deal with the IRS in
this country, ask them if they failed to
pay $17,230 if penalties were waived on
them.

In fact, if you didn’t pay your taxes
and you got a permissible extension of
your taxes from April 15th, which
passed just recently, when you get
ready to pay them in August, or if you
don’t pay in August, you get another
extension in October, take a look and
see if the IRS is going to waive the
penalties for you failing to pay those
things on April 15th. I will tell you I
don’t think they will.

So could it be that Mr. Geithner was
given this privilege because he was one
of those powerful that the President of
the United States told us would no
longer be treated differently than the
ordinary people in this country? I
think that’s a question we have to as a
House ask ourselves. Are we really
treating the powerful the same as we
do the ordinary folks? I certainly think
we need to resolve this. And I think it’s
something we need to be seriously con-
sidering. And by the way, I think the
water in the swamp is rising.

He used his child’s time at an over-
night camp in 2001, 2004, and 2005 for
tax deductions. Sleep-away camps
don’t qualify, according to the IRS. He
recently filed $4,334 in additional taxes
and $1,232 in interest for infractions in-
cluding a retirement plan early with-
drawal penalty, an improper small
business deduction, and the expensing
of utility costs that were for personal
use.
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The Treasury Secretary, by the way,
Mr. Geithner, is the overseer of the
IRS, the same IRS that waived the pen-
alties that ordinary Americans would
pay for failure to pay their taxes. I
think we have a right to ask the ques-
tion, Is this what the President meant
when he said we are not going to treat
people that are powerful differently
than the ordinary people of this coun-
try? I think that point is one we need
to continue to ask. I think we are con-
tinuing to ask that. But the water in
the swamp keeps rising.

And what happened to the Speaker of
the House who told us she was going to
have the most honest, open, and eth-
ical Congress and drain the swamp?
Well, the swamp seems to keep filling
up and the alligators are still swim-
ming around.

One of the things that I think we at
least ought to know about what’s going
on in this country is that we have cre-
ated more czars to be special people
with special salaries to do special
things for this government than the
entire history of Russia had czars. So
there is a bill out there to sunset all
these czars by STEVE SCALISE. And this
would be the kind of thing that would
be drained in the swamp, because we
created people to do the same job that
we have Cabinet Secretaries doing. To
me that’s very, very bizarre. If you
have a Secretary of Agriculture and an
agriculture czar, what is the agri-
culture czar supposed to do? And we
have got so many that I have lost
count. It is somewhere in the 30s, I
think now, of czars that we have.

A czar is defined as someone who
heads a task force or council and is ap-
pointed by the President without the
consent of the Senate, excepted from
the competitive service, and does not
have an existing removal date. In other
words, he is there at the will of the
President. Appropriated funds can’t be
used to pay for salaries and expenses of
task forces or councils established by
the President and headed by the czar.
That’s what this bill says. In other
words, it’s trying to put a curtailment
on this czar program.

Now, why would I bring the czar pro-
gram out as we are looking at the
swamp? Well, we are creating positions
of power and paying big salaries to
these positions of power to duplicate
the duties and responsibilities of Cabi-
net members of the President’s Cabi-
net, and you have to ask the question
why? Who are these people? Is this a
payback? Is this treating the powerful
different than the ordinary? Is this
open, honest, and ethical? I don’t
know. I don’t know. But the question
needs to be asked why do we have to
have so many czars?

I defy anybody, without getting some
kind of reference paper to look at, to
give a list of these powerful jobs that
have been created in this Congress by—
I defy anybody in this Congress to give
me a list off the top of their head. If
they can name two they are doing bet-
ter than I can. But these folks have top
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salaries, they have large staffs, they
have big budgets, and they are doing
who knows what? But at least we know
they must be promoting the agenda of
the President of the United States, be-
cause he is the only one who appointed
them, he is the only one who approved
them, because they are not subject to
approval by the Senate, as Cabinet
members are. And he is the only one
that seems to be able to take them out.
So they must be doing his agenda.

Now, the question is, is that open?
Could be honest. I don’t know. Is it
ethical? I think we have the right to
know. When we have that many people
doing that, I think it’s a right. We as
American citizens have a right to ask,
who are these people? And we have ac-
tually had some articles about some of
them being community organizers and
some of them having very radical posi-
tions. Some of them actually resigned
before they became a czar because
their radical behavior was pointed out
in the press. And it’s not open, it might
not be honest, and it might not be eth-
ical. We ought to be worried about the
czars.

Now, I brought up to start off with
Eric Massa. That thing hit this town
like a storm, just as, a while back dur-
ing the Republican administration the
Mark Foley incident, where he made
some statements to some young pages
that were considered inappropriate. He
resigned. He left the Congress. And the
question was raised what did the lead-
ership of the Republican House know
about that incident and when did they
know it? And these were questions that
were asked of the Republican Speaker
of the House and asked of the majority
leader and others.

I think there is a question that needs
to be asked. The minority leader of
this House, JOHN BOEHNER, has asked
it. The questions are being asked in
several committees I understand. What
did Speaker PELOSI know about Eric
Massa?

Now, those of you that don’t know
the story of Eric Massa, I am not going
to tell it. But I am going to read to you
a thing from the New York Daily News.
It’s an article, “FBI joins in Massa
probe of sexual harassment, hush
money and coverups.’”’ This was written
April 22, 2010. ‘“The FBI has joined the
mushrooming investigations of sexual
harassment, hush money and coverups
allegedly involving former upstate
Representative Eric Massa, Democrat
from New York, and his male staffers.
The bureau’s entry into the case fol-
lowed the announcement by the House
Ethics Committee yesterday it’s con-
ducting its own investigation of how
the office of House Speaker NANCY
PELOSI, Democrat from California, and
others handled complaints against
Massa. Massa’s alleged ‘‘tickling,”
groping, and raucous behavior at a gay
bar with young staffers was ‘‘offensive,
inappropriate, and created a hostile
work environment,” the Ethics Com-
mittee said in a statement. In the
chaos in Massa’s office, ‘“‘moneys or
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other payments may have been mis-
appropriated or otherwise fraudulently
or improperly distributed or received,”
the committee said. Massa resigned
last month as the charges escalated. He
maintained he was a ‘‘salty guy’’ whose
gruff language and behavior may have
been misjudged by his staff. The case
entered a new phase last week when
Joe Racalto, Massa’s former chief of
staff, disclosed he had filed a sexual
harassment complaint against Massa.
Racalto also said he received a $40,000
check from Massa’s campaign fund
shortly before Massa resigned. Through
his lawyer, Massa said he did not au-
thorize the $40,000 payment, alleging
forgery might be involved.”

Is that what you meant by end the
swamp, Madam Speaker? That seems
to be very similar to what you were
talking about when you made the
statement it was time for you and the
Democratic majority to start draining
the swamp. Well, as recently as April
22, 2010, at 4 o’clock—this was filed at
4 o’clock in the morning, a newspaper
had sent out a news report about some-
thing that seemed to be a pretty nasty
part of the swamp.

So let’s look at—we have talked
about Geithner, treated differently.
And you know what, didn’t pay his
taxes, and he is the head tax man. RAN-
GEL, the head of the head tax com-
mittee didn’t pay his taxes, didn’t pay
his penalties and interest, and still has
other things to answer for which
haven’t been answered for. Sounds like
that’s got the water rising in the
swamp also.

And remember, we said we were
going to start draining this swamp
back in January of 2007, and the Rangel
investigation has gone on since 2008
and no end is in sight. And the Ethics
Committee, although it has an equal
number of Republicans and Democrats
on it, is chaired by the majority party,
the Democratic Party. And so it’s the
Democrats’ job to move that Ethics
Committee along and dissolve and
start draining at least that part of the
swambp.

These things are difficult to talk
about. They are allegations. And I am
going to say it again and again and
again, we are blessed by our Constitu-
tion of the United States and by the at-
titude of the American people that al-
legations are just allegations. They are
alleging something happened, but it
has to be proven. And if it’s under the
ethics rules, it has to be proven to the
satisfaction of the Ethics Committee
by the burdens of proof that they set
forth. If it’s set out in a court of law
and it involves criminal behavior, it
has to be proved beyond a reasonable
doubt. If it involves civil responsi-
bility, I would argue that there are a
couple of means by it, but the most
typical is by a preponderance of the
evidence, the greater weight and degree
of the evidence that proves such a mat-
ter. But there is a burden of proof.

So when you allege something
against somebody, whether you be a
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newspaperman or a Member of Con-
gress like me, when you step up and
say these things they should be taken
just as it is. And I believe that’s why 1
want to continue to clarify.
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But when you stand up before the
House and you accuse others and you
say they’'ve created a foul, stinking
swamp that needs to be drained and
you will heroically drain that swamp,
then adding animals, plant life, and
water to that swamp and raising the
level to where it spreads coast to coast
is certainly not draining the swamp,
and we should at least be able to dis-
cuss that matter in this House of Rep-
resentatives. That is what I am talking
about.

Some of these things are very dif-
ficult to talk about, and that’s why I
want to repeat again and again, these
are allegations.

So to review. PELOSI’s action, none,
on Eric Massa. Obama and PELOSI’s ac-
tion, none, on CHARLIE RANGEL and
Tim Geithner. The investigations of
the Ethics Committee completed, none.
Not one has been completed. The rest
are still pending.

Reading an article from the Congres-
sional Quarterly, Waters Calls TARP
Meeting for Husband’s Bank. ‘“Watch-
dog groups claimed (Waters) took inap-
propriate action on behalf of
OneUnited Bank, which received finan-
cial assistance from the Federal Gov-
ernment last fall. Waters—a senior
member of the Financial Services Com-
mittee, which oversees banking
issues—last year requested a meeting
between Treasury Department officials
and representatives of minority-owned
banks, including OneUnited, on whose
board her husband, Sydney Williams,
had previously served. He also held
stock in the bank.”

That’s just a small article. But once
again, there are more alligators in the
swamp, and are we finding out, and as
NANCY PELOSI promised us she would
do, to have the most open, ethical, and
honest Congress? There are allegations
of ethical misbehavior here.

What has our Speaker done? I would
submit, nothing. I'’ve certainly heard of
nothing. I don’t think—I would like to
know if anyone knows of what’s been
done. But I think that’s something
that ought to be at least part of drain-
ing the swamp, part of the most eth-
ical, honest, and open Congress in the
history of the country.

Detroit News, March 11, 2010. Rep-
resentative CONYERS avoids sentencing
for embattled wife. Detroit News Wash-
ington Bureau, Washington. “On a day
his wife was front and center, Rep.
John Conyers, D-Detroit, stayed in the
shadows. Conyers was inside his office
in the Federal courthouse Wednesday
and expressed an interest in attending
his wife’s sentencing hearing, but ad-
visers told him he shouldn’t, sources
said. Conyers, who chairs the House
Judiciary Committee, missed votes on
the House floor for the second day in a
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row. Conyers’ office did not issue a
statement, nor did staff respond to re-
peated inquiries.”

Mlive.com, Everything Michigan.
This is from the Internet. ‘“‘Landmark
Legal Foundation files House ethics
complaint against Conyers. A conserv-
ative public interest law firm on Mon-
day filed a House ethics complaint
against U.S. Rep. John Conyers over a
letter he wrote to the Environmental
Protection Agency in 2007 allegedly
tied to his wife, according to the Wash-
ington Times. The Landmark Legal
Foundation filed the complaint, saying
Conyers should respond to the allega-
tions under oath. . . . In a 2007 letter,
Conyers urged the EPA to accept a per-
mit transfer request that would allow
Greektown businessman  Dimitrios
Papas to resume operations at a haz-
ardous waste injection well in Rom-
ulus.

“Consultant Sam Riddle said last
month that Conyers’ wife, former De-
troit City Councilwoman Monica Con-
yers, drove him to a meeting with
Papas earlier in 2007, arranged a $20,000
consulting contract for Riddle and de-
manded $10,000 as a finder’s fee.

‘“Later the same year, Conyers wrote
a letter to the EPA, reversing course
from his stance in 2003, when he joined
Rep. John Dingell in opposition to the
well. In a statement issued last month
to the Detroit Free Press, Conyers de-
fended the letter on the grounds he was
representing his constituents, and it is
not clear whether he had any knowl-
edge of his wife’s ties to Papas.

‘““Monica Conyers resigned last month
after pleading guilty to conspiracy to
commit bribery in a separate incident
involving Synagro Technologies.”

Those are allegations that are made
in the State of Michigan against the
chairman of the Judiciary Committee,
which is the committee that has over-
sight over the rule of law, if nothing
else, but everything legal and many of
the moral issues that come before this
Congress. It’s a very important, very
important committee. And from these
articles, we see that his wife has gotten
in a lot of trouble for it.

We need these things, these allega-
tions resolved. We need to know if
they’re still in the swamp. We need to
know if we’re still draining the swamp.

There are allegations in The Wash-
ington Post. This is pretty long. I am
going to read some of it. Washington
Post. “Rep. Norm Dicks is about to go
from Mr. Boeing to Mr. Spending.” It
was written May 9. That’s 2 days ago.
The Washington Post.

“Maybe this whole outsourcing thing
has gone too far. This week, House
Democrats indicated they have plans
to contract out the Federal Govern-
ment’s spending to Boeing. Specifi-
cally, they are planning to outsource it
to Mr. Boeing, Rep. Norm Dicks (D-
Boeing), a Washington State lawmaker
who has received tens of thousands of
dollars in campaign contributions from
Boeing sources and has—by complete
coincidence, of course—directed tens of
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billions of dollars of government busi-
ness to the military contractor.”

And it’s an article about the fact
that Mr. DICKS is possibly going to be
named as the chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee.

I'm not going to go into this whole
thing. It’s an early allegation, and it’s
a question. But it’s a question that, be-
fore we go any further, this part of the
swamp needs to have sunlight put on
it, and we see if where there’s smoke,
there’s fire, and whether these allega-
tions should be looked into.

I think we have a duty to this House
to drain the swamp. And if we’re not
going to drain the swamp as NANCY
PELOSI promised us, then let’s not
make big noise about it like we’re
going to, and let’s admit that, you
know what? Arguably, these allega-
tions and this whole list of things that
are there—this is kind of a collage of
things, New York Daily News, Wash-
ington Post, Congressional Quarterly,
Roll Call, Weekly Standard, NPR
Radio, The Hill—these are a list of
things that are asking questions about
the things that I have raised tonight.

The real question is: Are we running
the most ethical, open, and honest Con-
gress in the history? Are we? I think
that the entire—the vast majority,
let’s put it that way, of the American
people have heard and understood the
procedures that took place to pass the
health care bill. The health care bill is
now law. ObamaCare. And when we say
‘“‘open,” we mean that we want things
to be done out in the open, not in
closed-door sessions in the Speaker’s
office, but out here on the floor of this
House, on the floor of the committees
and the subcommittees. ‘““Open and ob-
vious” means we’re going to do it
where you can see it. Let the sun shine
in, as the song goes, and let’s see
what’s there.

And yet we look at how this gigantic
takeover of at least one-sixth of our
Nation’s economy by the Federal Gov-
ernment was done behind closed doors
in a massive bill that arrived at a point
in time where no human being actually
could have had a chance to even look
at it in any detail and was shoved down
the throat of this Congress and the
American people. That’s not open.
That’s not obvious.

But more importantly, when you
take the Chair as the Speaker of the
House, and you take on the rules of
this House—a man that both sides of
the aisle respect in the building, Thom-
as Jefferson. Thomas Jefferson, the
Declaration of Independence, wrote
rules, and those rules have been fol-
lowed pretty well, not all the time, but
pretty well by this House

GREG WALDEN, JOHN CULBERSON, and
BRIAN BAIRD have offered H. Res. 554, 3-
day reading rule, which, by the way,
was one of the promises by the major-
ity in this House that they would give
at least 72 business hours before taking
any action to allow you to read the
bill. Even if the bill happened to be
2,600 pages, you ought to get 72 hours.
And this House Resolution says legisla-
tion must be available to Members and
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the public for 72 business hours before
taking action, requires the full text of
the legislation and each committee re-
port to be posted continuously on the
Internet.

In writing the rules of the House,
Thomas Jefferson said bills should be
publicly available for 3 days before vot-
ing.

And Thomas Jefferson had in mind
what? Open, obvious, ethical. Honest.
That’s what he wants us to be. One of
our Founding Fathers, one of the most
highly respected Founding Fathers, a
writer of our Declaration of Independ-
ence, he said that every bill that came
before this House, we ought to have 3
days to read it. And I'm not even sure
if Jefferson, in his wildest imagination,
ever envisioned that there would ever
be a bill, a printed bill, that would be
2,500 pages long. But even that, I think,
he intended for it to at least give some-
body 72 hours to read it.

And we haven’t done that in this
Congress. Not only on these massive
bills, but on even other bills that come
before the Congress. In fact, it is rare
that we see any bill come before the
Congress before you get your hands on
it.

Others will say to you, What are they
complaining about? They did the same
thing. Aha. That may be so, but guess
what? We all promised each other we
weren’t going to do it that way any-
more. And the Speaker made that com-
mitment, and the majority leader
made that commitment. And they
promised it when they asked for the
control of this House, and they cam-
paigned on it that they would give us
the time to read the bills and know
what’s going on and that things would
be open and that sunshine would fill
the room as far as knowledge that the
various Members of Congress would
have. And it didn’t happen, and it is
not happening.

So once again we have to ask the
Speaker, How’s the swamp draining
coming along? Because that was one of
the swamp facts that you talked about
that you were going to fix. How come
it wasn’t fixed? Well, yeah, it’s an im-
portant agenda, sure, and maybe you
don’t want people arguing with you
about your important agenda, but
that’s not what was said. That’s not
what was told to us when the control of
this House was turned over to the Dem-
ocrat Party.

And what results when there’s that
kind of thing of trampling on House
rules? Well, these backroom deals like
that took place in cap-and-trade and
health care, the failure to give the 3-
day reading time. And what comes of
it?

Let’s take the health care business.
Right now, we have 22 States in this
Union that have filed suit against the
ObamaCare bill. They argue the indi-
vidual mandate and the unfunded Medi-
care mandates are the subjects of that
lawsuit, and that we have talked about
before. And it’s certain people being
treated one way and another group of
people being treated another. And we
have a lawsuit that’s probably going to
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take us all the way to the Supreme
Court of the United States to resolve
it, which is the proper place to go.

O 2100

But maybe it could have been re-
solved by this body if we had done what
we said we would do: drain the swamp;
be open, honest, and ethical; and trust
each other and do our work together.
Maybe we wouldn’t have this problem.
I don’t know. I think I can make a
pretty good argument that we
wouldn’t.

I've just about ridden this horse long
enough. I want to point out to you that
for 18 months I have been on the floor
of this House almost once a week. I've
really been talking about something I
think everybody ought to be really,
really concerned about in this country
and, that is, it is the duty and responsi-
bility of everyone who raises their
right hand and takes that oath that we
take in this body to preserve, protect,
and defend the Constitution and the
laws of the United States. And I took
that oath as a member of the judiciary,
which included, And of the State—that
State being Texas. At least those peo-
ple that take that oath in this room,
those people have the responsibility to
do what our Speaker told us we were
going to do and create an open, honest,
and ethical Congress. They have the re-
sponsibility to make sure the rules are
followed. And winning and losing
shouldn’t be so important that you will
override what you promised you would
do and what you swore under oath you
would do—or affirmed, if you didn’t be-
lieve in taking an oath. I'm sure there
were those here that didn’t. I took an
oath: So help me God. I took an oath.

And so I'm asking the question, Are
we willing to loosen up the glue that
holds our government and our society
together, the rule of law? That is, we
can count on the law, we can count on
the Constitution, that it will prevail
against personalities that may come
along and try to interfere with it, be-
cause Americans owe their sovereignty
to a piece of paper, a rule of law, and
not to an individual. We don’t swear an
oath in this body to the President of
the United States or to the Speaker of
the House or to the Secretary of the
Senate or to anybody other than to
God and to the American people and to
each other that we will preserve, pro-
tect, and defend the Constitution of the
United States, the glue that holds this
society together.

And when our Speaker talked about
draining the swamp, she was making
allegations, many of which were re-
solved and some of which were not re-
solved, especially at the time the
statement was made, that needed to be
addressed, because there was a stinking
swamp of misbehavior she was alleging.
And it hasn’t been drained. Not only
hasn’t it been drained but it seems to
be a policy that we will win at all cost.
Therefore, we will not give 3 days to
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read. We will do things behind closed
doors. And we will not be open and
honest, even though we promised it.

I'm going to get up here and say this
until, hopefully, we change. And I will
do my very best. And I have confidence
that everyone in here, when reminded,
will do their very best. My colleagues
will be reminded—I'm hoping they’ll be
reminded by the few little things I
have to say and I'm certainly hoping
all of them on both sides of the aisle
will be reminded, their consciences will
be touched, and they will realize that
the American people want to know
what goes on in these Halls.

If you don’t believe that, look at the
tea party people out there. They’re not
trying to start a revolution. They’re
trying to start an honest government.
They want to know what’s going on;
what are you doing. We feel hopeless
and helpless because we don’t under-
stand what is going on up there. And
you promised us open, honest, ethical.
Where is it?

That’s what we ought to be doing.
That’s what I'm doing up here. That’s
why I'm here tonight. I have the high-
est respect for every Member of this
body. Any allegations made against
any Member of this Congress should be
rapidly and efficiently dealt with. And
I hope these allegations will be proved
unfounded. But to stand up and use
campaign rhetoric about I'm going to
have an open, honest, ethical Congress,
I’'m going to drain this nasty swamp,
and then not do it and not answer for
it is something I'm going to continue
to talk about.

When the President says powerful
people are not going to be treated dif-
ferently than ordinary people, and if
somebody is being treated powerful or
it sure looks like it, we have a duty to
ask the question, Why is that going on?
Why do Geithner and RANGEL get treat-
ed differently than me when I don’t pay
my taxes or you when you don’t pay
your taxes or you just miss paying
them on April 15 because you didn’t get
all your paperwork together so you got
a legal extension? You still pay pen-
alties and interests. Why don’t they?

These are not hard questions to an-
swer. These are questions that I think
the American people have a right to
know, because the American people
want that glue that holds this society
together. They want the kind of coun-
try that we wrote about in our Con-
stitution. As long as I think we’ve got
questions to be answered, I'm going to
be asking the questions.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)
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Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SABLAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE of Texas) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. PoOE of Texas, for 5 minutes, May
18.

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, May 18.

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for 5 minutes,
today and May 12.

Mr. ROHRABACHER,
today.

for 5 minutes,

————

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 1405. An act to redesignate the Long-
fellow National Historic Site, Massachusetts,
as the ‘Longfellow House-Washington’s
Headquarters National Historic Site’’; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

S. 1053. An act to amend the National Law
Enforcement Museum Act to extend the ter-
mination date; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

————

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 2802. An act to provide for an exten-
sion of the legislative authority of the
Adams Memorial Foundation to establish a
commemorative work in honor of former
President John Adams and his legacy, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 5148. An act to amend title 39, United
States Code, to clarify the instances in
which the term ‘‘census’” may appear on
mailable matter.

H.R. 5160. An act to extend the Caribbean
Basin Economic Recovery Act, to provide
customs support services to Haiti, and for
other purposes.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 8 minutes p.m.),
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, May 12, 2010, at 10 a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

7404. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Viruses, Serums, Toxins, and Analo-
gous Products and Patent Term Restoration;
Nonsubstantive Amendments [Docket No.:
APHIS-2009-0069] received April 21, 2010, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.
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7405. A letter from the Chairman and CEO,
Farm Credit Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule — Organiza-
tion; Eligibility and Scope of Financing;
Funding and Fiscal Affairs, Loan Policies
and Operations, and Funding Operations;
Definitions; and Disclosure to Shareholders;
Director Elections (RIN: 3052-AC43) received

April 20, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

7406. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Army, transmitting notification
that the Average Procurement Unit Cost
(APUC) and Program Acquisition Unit Cost
metrics for the Longbow Apache Block III
(AB3) program have exceeded the 25 percent
critical cost growth threshold by more than
15% but less than 25%, pursuant to 10 U.S.C.
2433(e)(1); to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

7407. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting author-
ization of 3 officers to wear the authorized
insignia of the grade of brigadier general,
pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 777; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

7408. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting letter
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant
General H. Steven Blum, Army National
Guard, and his advancement on the retired
list in the grade of lieutenant general; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

7409. A letter from the Chief, PRAB, Office
of Research and Analysis, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Special Supplemental Nutrition
Program for Women, Infants and Children
(WIC): Vendor Cost Containment [FNS-2009-
0001] (RIN: 0584-ADT71) received April 20, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

7410. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Administration, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Commerce Acquisition Regulation
(CAR); Correction [Document Number:
080730954-0129-03] (RIN: 0605-AA26) received
April 20, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7411. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Revision of Organization and Conforming
Changes to Regulations [Docket No.: FDA-
2010-N-0148] received April 20, 2010, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

7412. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Product Jurisdiction; Change of Address and
Telephone Number; Technical Amendment
[Docket No.: FDA-2010-N-0010] received April
20, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

7413. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Medical Devices; Pediatric Uses of Devices;
Requirement for Submission of Information
on Pediatric Subpopulations That Suffer
From a Disease or Condition That a Device
is Intended to Treat, Diagnose, or Cure; Di-
rect Final Rule [Docket No.: FDA-2009-N-
0458] (RIN: 0910-AG29) recieved April 20, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

7414. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
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transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Medical Devices; Technical Amendment
[Docket No.: FDA-2010-N-0019] received April
20, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

7415. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Administrative Practices and Procedures;
Good Guidance Practices; Technical Amend-
ment [Docket No.: FDA-1999-N-3539] (for-
merly Docket No. 1999N-4783) received April
20, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

7416. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
New Animal Drugs; Removal of Obsolete and
Redundant Regulations [Docket No.: FDA-
2003-N-0446] (formerly Docket No. 2003N-0324)
received April 20, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7417. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator/Office of Diversion Control,
Department of Justice, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Schedules of Con-
trolled Substances; Table of Excluded Non-
narcotic Products: Nasal Decongestant In-
halers Manufactured by Classic Pharma-
ceuticals, LLC [Docket No.: DEA-329F] (RIN:
1117-AB23) received April 20, 2010, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

T7418. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Communications and Information, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s report on the activities to
improve coordination and communication
with respect to the implementation of E-911
services, pursuant to Public Law 108-494, sec-
tion 104; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7419. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report on Activities and Assist-
ance under Cooperative Threat Reduction
(CTR) Programs (FY 2011 CTR Annual Re-
port), pursuant to Public Law 106-398, section
1308 (114 Stat. 16564A-341); to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

7420. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
visor for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting report prepared by the
Department of State concerning inter-
national agreements other than treaties en-
tered into by the United States to be trans-
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day
period specified in the Case-Zablocki Act; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

7421. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to Syria that was
declared in Executive Order 13338 of May 11,
2004; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

7422. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergency Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and section
204(c) of the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and pur-
suant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31,
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to significant
narcotics traffickers centered in Colombia in
Executive Order 12987 of October 21, 1995; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

7423. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Administration and Management, De-
partment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s FY 2009 ‘‘Buy American Report’’, pur-
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suant to Public Law 110-28, section 8306; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

7424. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Management and Chief Financial Officer,
Department of the Treasury, transmitting
the Department’s report for fiscal year 2009
on the Acquisition of Articles, Materials,
and Supplies Manufactured Outside the
United States, pursuant to Public Law 110-28,
section 8306; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

7425. A letter from the Acting Senior Pro-
curement Executive, General Services Ad-
ministration, transmitting the Administra-
tion’s final rule — Federal Acquisition Regu-
lation; Federal Acquisition Circular 2005-41;
Introduction [Docket: FAR 2010-0076, Se-
quence 3] received April 20, 2010, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

7426. A letter from the Acting Senior Pro-
curement Executive, General Services Ad-
ministration, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation;
Federal Acquisition Circular 2005-41; Small
Entity Compliance Guide [Docket: FAR 2010-
0077, Sequence 3] received April 20, 2010, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

7427. A letter from the Chairman, Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Review Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s annual
report for Fiscal Year 2009 prepared in ac-
cordance with Section 203 of the Notification
and Federal Employee Antidiscrimination
and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act),
Public Law 107-174; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

7428. A letter from the HR Specialist, Of-
fice of Navajo and Hopi Indian Relocation,
transmitting the Office’s annual report for
Fiscal Year 2009 prepared in accordance with
Section 203 of the Notification and Federal
Employee Antidiscrimination and Retalia-
tion Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act), Public Law
107-174; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

7429. A letter from the Chief, Branch of Re-
covery and Delisting Endangered Species
Program, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — En-
dangered and Threatened Wildlife and
Plants; Reinstatement of Protections for the
Grizzly Bear in the Greater Yellowstone Eco-
system in Compliance with Court Order
[Docket No.: FWS-R6-ES-2010-0021] (RIN:
1018-AW97) received April 21, 2010, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

7430. A letter from the Federal Liaison Of-
ficer, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Cancella-
tion of Rule of Practice 41.200(b) before the
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences in
Interference Proceedings [Docket No.: PTO-
P-2010-0032] (RIN: 0651-AC46) received April
20, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

7431. A letter from the Administrator,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s report on the
Preliminary Damage Assessment informa-
tion on FEMA-1878-DR for the State of Ne-
braska; jointly to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Appropria-
tions, and Homeland Security.

7432. A letter from the General Counsel,
Department of Defense, transmitting pro-
posed legislation for the National Defense
Authorization Bill for Fiscal Year 2011; joint-
ly to the Committees on Armed Services,
Foreign Affairs, Oversight and Government
Reform, Veterans’ Affairs, and the Judiciary.

7433. A letter from the General Counsel,
Department of Defense, transmitting pro-
posed legislation for the National Defense
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Authorization Bill for Fiscal Year 2011; joint-
ly to the Committees on the Budget, Energy
and Commerce, Transportation and Infra-
structure, Financial Services, the Judiciary,
Foreign Affairs, Education and Labor,
Armed Services, Small Business, and Science
and Technology.

—————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. PERLMUTTER: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 1344. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 5116) to in-
vest in innovation through research and de-
velopment, to improve the competitiveness
of the United States, and for other purposes
(Rept. 111-479). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. House Resolution 1254. Resolution
directing the Secretary of the Interior to
transmit to the House of Representatives
certain information relating to the Sec-
retary’s Treasured Landscape Initiative, po-
tential designation of National Monuments,
and High Priority Land-Rationalization Ef-
forts (Rept. 111-480). Referred to the House
Calendar.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona:

H.R. 5256. A bill to provide for the hiring,
training, and deploying of additional Border
Patrol agents along the southwest inter-
national border of the United States; to the
Committee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mrs. BONO MACK, Mr.
BLUNT, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. LATTA,
and Mr. UPTON):

H.R. 5257. A bill to prohibit the Federal
Communications Commission from regu-
lating information services or Internet ac-
cess services absent a market failure, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Ms.
SPEIER, Mr. REICHERT, and Mr. SMITH
of Washington):

H.R. 5258. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 to require Congress
to establish a unified and searchable data-
base on a public website for congressional
earmarks; to the Committee on Rules, and in
addition to the Committee on the Budget,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine:

H.R. 5259. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to require preseparation coun-
seling for members of the reserve compo-
nents upon their retirement or separation
from service; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Ms. SCHWARTZ (for herself and Mr.
MCMAHON):

H.R. 5260. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the phasedown of
the credit percentage for the dependent care
tax credit; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
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By Mr. MCCOTTER:

H.R. 5261. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for tu-
toring expenses for elementary and sec-
ondary school students; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. GARAMENDI (for himself and
Mr. MCNERNEY):

H.R. 5262. A bill to amend the Atomic En-
ergy Defense Act to authorize the Adminis-
trator for Nuclear Security to establish tech-
nology transfer centers at national security
laboratories, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Armed Services, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. YARMUTH:

H.R. 5263. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a 5 percent max-
imum rate of tax on gain from the sale or ex-
change of depreciable real property by indi-
viduals; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself and Mr.
SMITH of Texas):

H.R. 5264. A bill to authorize appropria-
tions for the Department of Justice for fiscal
year 2011; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. BOSWELL:

H.R. 5265. A bill to continue to prohibit the
hiring, recruitment, or referral of unauthor-
ized aliens, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition
to the Committees on Ways and Means, and
Education and Labor, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida:

H.R. 5266. A bill to extend the final report
deadline and otherwise reauthorize the Na-
tional Commission on Children and Disas-
ters; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

By Mr. CAO:

H.R. 5267. A bill to amend the Gulf of Mex-
ico Energy Security Act of 2006 to accelerate
the increase in the amount of Gulf of Mexico
oil and gas lease revenues that is shared with
States; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mrs. CAPPS (for herself, Ms.
McCoLLuM, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms.
WOOLSEY, Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. MOORE
of Wisconsin, Ms. DELAURO, Ms.
CLARKE, Ms. LEE of California, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. LOEBSACK,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.
SHEA-PORTER, Ms. NORTON, Mrs.
DAvis of California, Mr. CONYERS,
and Ms. MATSUI):

H.R. 5268. A bill to provide assistance to
improve maternal and newborn health in de-
veloping countries, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. CLAY:

H.R. 5269. A bill to express the sense of
Congress that Federal job training programs
that target older adults should work with
nonprofit organizations that have a record of
success in developing and implementing re-
search-based technology curriculum de-
signed specifically for older adults; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. HARE (for himself, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, and Mr.
SOUDER):

H.R. 5270. A bill to amend the Federal Em-
ployees’ Compensation Act to cover services
provided to injured Federal workers by phy-
sician assistants and nurse practitioners,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas (for herself and Mr. GENE
GREEN of Texas):

H.R. 5271. A bill to amend section 1877 of
the Social Security Act to delay by 2 years
the expansion cut-off date imposed by the
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Ms. KAPTUR:

H.R. 5272. A bill to increase the maximum
civil penalty for violations of Federal motor
vehicle safety standards; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself and
Mr. KENNEDY):

H.R. 5273. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend certain tax bene-
fits relating to certain disasters; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROSKAM:

H.R. 5274. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to clarify the requirements for
verifying a small business concern owned
and controlled by a veteran; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. SESTAK:

H.R. 5275. A bill to require the establish-
ment of a Consumer Price Index for Elderly
Consumers to compute cost-of-living in-
creases for Social Security benefits under
title II of the Social Security Act; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Education and
Labor, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. AKIN, Mr.
ALEXANDER, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr.
BARTLETT, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BARRETT
of South Carolina, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr.
BILIRAKIS, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BOEHNER,
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BURTON of Indiana,
Mr. CARTER, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. CAo,
Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr.
COSTELLO, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky,
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. FLEMING, Mr.
FORTENBERRY, Ms. FOXX, Mr. FRANKS
of Arizona, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr.
HENSARLING, Mr. HERGER, Mr. HOEK-
STRA, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. INGLIS, Mr.
JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. JONES, Mr.
JORDAN of Ohio, Mr. KING of Iowa,
Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LATTA, Mr. LIPIN-
SKI, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
MARCHANT, Mr. McCAUL, Mr.
MCCOTTER, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS,
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. GARY
G. MILLER of California, Mr.
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. OLSON, Mr. PENCE,
Mr. P1TTS, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr.
RADANOVICH, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. ROE of
Tennessee, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky,
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin,
Mr. SCALISE, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr.
SHIMKUS, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. SOUDER,
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr.
TIAHRT, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, and Mr. BROUN of Georgia):

H.R. 5276. A Dbill to ensure that women
seeking an abortion are fully informed re-
garding the pain experienced by their unborn
child; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio:

H.R. 5277. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow a business credit
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for small business loans; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CROWLEY (for himself, Mr.
KING of New York, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. PITTS, Mrs.
MALONEY, Mr. WOLF, Mr. BOUSTANY,
Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. BERMAN, Mr.
ENGEL, and Mr. HOLT):

H.J. Res. 83. A joint resolution approving
the renewal of import restrictions contained
in the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act
of 2003; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. POSEY (for himself, Mr. HOLT,
Mr. WOLF, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. SUT-
TON, and Ms. SPEIER):

H. Res. 1343. A resolution recognizing the
importance of detecting esophageal cancer
during its earliest stages, advancing medical
research, and supporting the goals and ideals
of Esophageal Cancer Awareness Month; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. CLARKE:

H. Res. 1345. A resolution honoring the life
and achievements of Lena Calhoun Horne; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mr. HERGER (for himself, Mr.
BOEHNER, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. PENCE,
Mr. LANCE, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. SAM
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. LINDER, Mr.
TIBERI, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of
Florida, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr.
REICHERT, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. HELL-
ER, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr.
BARTON of Texas, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr.
BisHOP of Utah, Mrs. BLACKBURN,
Mrs. BoNO MACK, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr.
BROUN of Georgia, Mr. BURGESS, Mr.
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. CALVERT, Mr.
CARTER, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. COFFMAN
of Colorado, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr.
CULBERSON, Mr. DREIER, Ms. FALLIN,
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. FORBES,
Mr. FORTENBERRY, Ms. FOXX, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GALLEGLY,
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr.
HARPER, Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. ISSA,
Ms. JENKINS, Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois,
Mr. JORDAN of Ohio, Mr. KING of
Iowa, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. LAMBORN,
Mr. LATHAM, Mr. LATTA, Mr. LEWIS of
California, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mrs.
LuMMIS, Mr. MACK, Mr. MARCHANT,

Mr. MCcCARTHY of California, Mr.
McCauL, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr.
MCHENRY, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. MICA,

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mrs. MYRICK,
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr.
P1TTs, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. POSEY,
Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. ROE of Ten-
nessee, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr.
SCALISE, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. SCHOCK,
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr.
SIMPSON, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. WAL-
DEN, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina,
and Mr. WOLF):

H. Res. 1346. A resolution opposing the im-
position of a value-added tax; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MELANCON:

H. Res. 1347. A resolution honoring the
workers who perished on the Deepwater Ho-
rizon offshore oil platform in the Gulf of
Mexico off the coast of Louisiana, extending
condolences to their families, and recog-
nizing the valiant efforts of emergency re-
sponse workers at the disaster site; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

By Mr. MORAN of Virginia:

H. Res. 1348. A resolution recognizing the
vision of John W. Weeks and his contribution
to the conservation effort with the passage
of the Weeks Act in 1911, a significant con-
servation achievement in the history of the
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United States; to the Committee on House
Administration.
By Mr. RANGEL:

H. Res. 1349. A resolution recognizing
Percy Sutton as one of the Nation’s most in-
fluential political, civil rights, and business
leaders, who, through his brilliance, courage,
and compassion, inspired countless people in
the United States; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

By Ms. WATSON:

H. Res. 1350. A resolution recognizing June
20, 2010, as World Refugee Day; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 43: Mr. MCMAHON and Ms. SUTTON.

H.R. 240: Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 275: Mr. MCcCLINTOCK, Mr. PLATTS, and
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut.

H.R. 333: Mr. BIsHOP of New York and Ms.
ZOE LOFGREN of California.

H.R. 422: Mr. BISHOP of Utah and Mr.
MCcCOTTER.

H.R. 442: Ms. FOXX.

H.R. 450: Mr. LEE of New York and Mr.
Mica.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

456:
463:
484:
571:
615:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

HASTINGS of Washington.
QUIGLEY.

CLEAVER.

SPRATT.

HirONO.

H.R. 832: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 930: Mr. MAFFEI

H.R. 959: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. GRAYSON,
and Mr. PAULSEN.

H.R. 978: Mr. BERRY.

H.R. 988: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. COLE, Mr. BONNER,
and Mr. LEE of New York.

H.R. 1017: Mr. KIRK.

H.R. 1021: Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, and Mr. MORAN of Kansas.

H.R. 1036: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr.
LATHAM, and Mr. DOGGETT.

H.R. 1074: Ms. Foxx.

H.R. 11568: Mr. WELCH.

H.R. 1193: Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Mr.
KLEIN of Florida, and Mr. BOUCHER.

H.R. 1194: Mr. CoNNOLLY of Virginia, Ms.
SPEIER, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. HODES, Ms. PINGREE
of Maine, Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, and Mr.
BRALEY of Iowa.

H.R. 1240: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 1248: Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 1310: Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 1321: . BORDALLO.

. 1326: . JOHNSON of Georgia.

. 1339: . PAYNE and Mr. ROSS.

. 1392: . HoLT.

. 1441: . MAFFEL

. 1523: . JACKSON of Illinois.

. 1526: . RYAN of Ohio.

. 15647: . PERRIELLO and Mrs. LUMMIS.
. 1549: . WATSON.

. 1615: Ms. GIFFORDS.

. 1671: Mr. GERLACH, Mr. HILL, and Mr.

. 1682: Mr. SCHAUER.

H.R. 1806: Mr. TEAGUE, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. CUMMINGS, and Mr.
BOCCIERI.

H.R. 1835: Mr. WELCH.

H.R. 1866: Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 1972: Ms. SUTTON.

H.R. 2016: Mr. MOORE of Kansas.

H.R. 2057: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.

H.R. 2067: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. SIRES, Mr.
GRAYSON, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CHAN-
DLER, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. VISCLOSKY, and Mr.
LEVIN.
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H.R. 2104: Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland.

H.R. 2149: Mr. KIRK and Mr. MAFFEI

H.R. 2243: Mr. GRIFFITH.

H.R. 2378: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. MURPHY of
Connecticut, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, and Ms.
LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California.

H.R. 2382: Mr. TIERNEY.

H.R. 2443: Mr. WU.

H.R. 2460: Ms. WATSON.

H.R. 2478: Mr. TOwNS, Ms. NORTON, and Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi.

H.R. 2483: Mr. HEINRICH.

H.R. 2624: Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 2855: Mr. DELAHUNT.

H.R. 3043: Ms. RICHARDSON,
HOLLEN, and Mr. HIGGINS.

H.R. 3070: Mr. JONES.

H.R. 3083: Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 3108: Mr. DOGGETT.

H.R. 3131: Mr. PLATTS.

H.R. 3185: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3212: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey and
Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 3267: Mr.

H.R. 3355: Mr.
sylvania.

H.R. 3383:

H.R. 3408:

H.R. 3525:

Mr. VAN

COHEN.

PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
Mr. MCCOTTER.

Mr. WAXMAN.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California.

H.R. 3559: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey.

H.R. 3564: Ms. HARMAN, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. STARK, and Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 3652: Mr. DRIEHAUS, Mr. WELCH, and
Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 3666: Mr. MCINTYRE.

H.R. 3699: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 3721: Mr. DEFAZI10 and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3734: Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland and
Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 3764: Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 3813: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 3918: Mr. DOGGETT.

H.R. 3924: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. TIM MURPHY
of Pennsylvania, Mr. STEARNS, and Mr.
LATTA.

H.R. 3974: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. BRALEY of
Iowa, and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3995: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina
and Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas.

H.R. 4037: Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 4055: Mr. SCcOTT of Virginia.

H.R. 4065: Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 4080: . ScoTT of Virginia.

H.R. 4109: . FUDGE.

H.R. 4160: . NORTON.

H.R. 4179: . JACKSON of Illinois.

H.R. 4259: Mr. WU, Mr. OWENS, and Ms.
JACKSON LEE of Texas.

H.R. 4278: Mr. PASCRELL and Mr. SIMPSON.

H.R. 4296: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey.

H.R. 4310: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 4329: Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 4371: Mr. EDWARDS of Texas and Mr.
DINGELL.

H.R. 4383: Mr. TiM MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania.

H.R. 4466: Mr. STUPAK.

H.R. 4470: Mr. PoLIs and Mr. CONYERS.

H.R. 4502: Mr. HARE.

H.R. 4509: Ms. MARKEY of Colorado, Mrs.
KIRKPATRICK of Arizona, and Mr. KRATOVIL.

H.R. 4534: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 4598: Mr. DOYLE, Mr. CARDOZA, and
Mr. SIRES.

H.R. 4599: Mr. PoLIS and Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 4616: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr.
ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Ms. WATSON, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi.

H.R. 4676:
DELAHUNT.

H.R. 4677: Mr. SPACE.

H.R. 4678: Mr. PETERS and Mr. TEAGUE.

H.R. 4684: Mr. McCAUL, Mr. BLUMENAUER,
Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. BURGESS,
Mr. WoLr, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr.
LoOBIONDO, and Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 4692: Ms. WOOLSEY.

Mr. CARNAHAN and Mr.
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H.R. 4701: Mr. ELLISON.

H.R. 4710: Mr. PoLIS.

H.R. 4722: Ms. PINGREE of Maine.

H.R. 4733: Mrs. LOWEY, Mrs. MALONEY, and
Mr. MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 4755: Mr. BOCCIERI and Mr. HOEKSTRA.

H.R. 4785: Mr. PLATTS, Mr. Ross, and Mr.
BOCCIERI.

H.R. 4787: Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. ENGEL.

H.R. 4844: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. BRADY of
Texas, and Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 4850: Mr. LEE of New York, Ms. FUDGE,
and Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York.

H.R. 4866: Mr. CARSON of Indiana.

H.R. 4869: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. CUMMINGS, and
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

H.R. 4870: Mr. CLAY, Mrs. LOWEY, and Mr.
LUJAN.

H.R. 4876: Mr. OBERSTAR.

H.R. 4890: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey.

H.R. 4908: Mr. WALZ.

H.R. 4913: Mr. LINCOLN
Florida.

H.R. 4914: Mr. CAPUANO, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. TIERNEY, and Mr. ISRAEL.

H.R. 4923: Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. REYES.

H.R. 4925: Ms. FUDGE.

H.R. 4943: Mr. LATTA

H.R. 4947: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. MICHAUD,
and Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 4952: Mr. SCHOCK.

H.R. 4953: Ms. WATERS.

H.R. 4961: Ms. WATERS and Mr. JACKSON of
Illinois.

H.R. 4983: Ms. SPEIER.

H.R. 4993: Mr. PLATTS, Ms. RICHARDSON,
and Mr. LARSEN of Washington.

H.R. 4995: Mrs. MYRICK and Mr. BOOZMAN.

H.R. 4999: Mr. SOUDER.

H.R. 5000: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 5006: Ms. WATERS.

H.R. 5015: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 5032: Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 5034: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. VIS-
CLOSKY, Mr. MCCOTTER, and Mr. BUCHANAN.

H.R. 5035: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 5040: Mr. ISRAEL.

H.R. 5041: Mr. DEFAzIO, Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ of California, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LANGEVIN,
Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. HIGGINS, and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 5043: Mr. TOWNS.

H.R. 5044: Mr. ADLER of New Jersey, Ms.
BERKLEY, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. CHILDERS, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. ENGEL, Mr.
GARAMENDI, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. KAGEN, Mr.
LYNCH, Mr. NADLER of New York, Mr. RUSH,
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
Mr. WELCH, and Ms. WOOLSEY.

H.R. 5054: Mr. MCCLINTOCK and Mr.
BOOZMAN.

H.R. 5058: Mr. CROWLEY and Mr. ROTHMAN
of New Jersey.

H.R. 5092: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Mr. COSTELLO, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. TiM
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. RAHALL, Mr.
BARROW, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa,
Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr.
B0O0OZMAN, Mr. TEAGUE, Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
DAvVIS of Kentucky, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. ADLER
of New Jersey, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. KLINE of
Minnesota, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. ROONEY, and
Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 5107: Mrs. MALONEY and Mr. GUTIER-
REZ.

H.R. 5111: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. KLINE
of Minnesota, Mr. CAMP, Mr. JOHNSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. PAUL, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. McCCLIN-
TOCK, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. BISHOP
of Utah, Mr. JONES, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr.
RoOsSs, and Mr. BOUSTANY.

H.R. 5113: Ms. WATSON.

H.R. 5121: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 5125: Mr. CAPUANO.

DI1AZ-BALART of
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H.R. 5128: Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 5137: Ms. BERKLEY.

H.R. 5142: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. MCNERNEY,
Mr. PETERS, and Mr. POMEROY.

H.R. 5143: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 5156: Mr. CARNAHAN and Mr. HONDA.

H.R. 5159: Ms. LEE of California, Ms. KAP-

TUR, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, and Mr.
TIERNEY.

H.R. 5162: Mr. PENCE, Mr. FLEMING, and Mr.
HENSARLING.

H.R. 5166: Mrs. MYRICK.

H.R. 5170: Mr. BISHOP of New York.

H.R. 5175: Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. ELLS-
WORTH, Mr. SHULER, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. BECERRA, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
NADLER of New York, Mr. SKELTON, Mr.
BisHoP of New York, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. McGOV-
ERN, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr.
TONKO, Ms. NORTON, Ms. EDWARDS of Mary-
land, Mr. ANDREWS, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. STARK,

Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. HoLT, Mr. WALz, Mr.
TEAGUE, Mr. BOSWELL, Ms. MATSUI, Mr.
FARR, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. KAGEN, Mr.

PALLONE, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, Mr.
YARMUTH, Ms. HARMAN, Ms. CHU, Mr. ISRAEL,
Mr. SCHAUER, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. McCOLLUM,
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. PATRICK J.
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. PoLIS, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jer-
sey, Ms. BERKLEY, Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr. HARE,
Mr. KISSELL, Mr. HALL of New York, Mr.
SCHRADER, Mr. ARCURI, Ms. SHEA-PORTER,
Mr. KIND, Ms. KILROY, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. PERRIELLO, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. Fos-
TER, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. COHEN,
Mr. BOCCIERI, Ms. TITUS, Ms. WATERS, Mr.
REYES, Mr. LUJAN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
MOLLOHAN, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
DINGELL, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. WELCH, Ms. LINDA
T. SANCHEZ of California, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, and Mr. POMEROY.

H.R. 5177: Mr. CANTOR, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr.
SHUSTER, and Mr. POMEROY.

H.R. 5182: Mrs. EMERSON.

H.R. 5197: Ms. WATSON, Mr. HoLT, Mr.
PLATTS, Mr. WEINER, Mr. HALL of New York,
Mr. SABLAN, and Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 5204: Mr. SABLAN.

H.R. 5206: Mr. SABLAN, Mr. REYES, Mr. WIL-
SON of Ohio, Ms. MARKEY of Colorado, and
Mr. LUJAN.

H.R. 5209: Mr. SABLAN.

H.R. 5210: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. ELLISON.

H.R. 5211: Mr. BISHOP of New York and Mr.
Cao.

H.R. 5213: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. HOLT, and Ms.
ESHOO0.
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H.R. 5214: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr. DEFAZzIO, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. KLEIN
of Florida, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. CONNOLLY of
Virginia, Ms. SUTTON, and Ms. ROsS-
LEHTINEN.

H.R. 5218: Mr.

H.R. 5221: Mr.

H.R. 5224: Mr.

H.R. 5235: Ms. WATSON.

H.R. 5251: Mr. PAUL.

H.J. Res. 65: Mr. POLIS.

H. Con. Res. 49: Mr. CHILDERS.

H. Con. Res. 226: Mr. BOUSTANY, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, and Mr.
WOLF.

H. Con. Res. 261: Mr. HERGER, Mr. SESTAK,
and Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky.
H. Con. Res. 267: Mr.

HASTINGS of Florida.

H. Con. Res. 271: Mr. GARRETT of New Jer-
sey.

H. Con. Res. 274: Mr. CASSIDY.

H. Con. Res. 276: Mr. SABLAN.

H. Res. 173: Mr. TiM MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. WALZ, Ms. HIRONO,
Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. HIig-
GINS, Mr. LANCE, and Mr. DOGGETT.

H. Res. 200: Mr. HOLT.

H. Res. 510: Mr. ELLSWORTH.

H. Res. 649: Mr. SERRANO.

H. Res. 764: Mr. MCCAUL.

H. Res. 873: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. TANNER, Mr.
BILIRAKIS, and Mr. DELAHUNT.

H. Res. 928: Mr. CONYERS.

H. Res. 929: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona.

H. Res. 1006: Mr. INGLIS.

H. Res. 1191: Mr. LATOURETTE.

H. Res. 1207: Mr. SNYDER, Mr. WITTMAN, Ms.
DEGETTE, and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN.

H. Res. 1211: Mr. LAMBORN and Mr. TOWNS.

H. Res. 1226: Mr. CARNEY, Mr. PLATTS, Mr.
ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. BARROW, and
Mr. CAMP.

H. Res. 1241: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Ms.
JENKINS, and Mr. SCALISE.

H. Res. 1261: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr.
MEEK of Florida, and Mr. LIPINSKI.

H. Res. 1285: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr.
WOLF, and Mr. ISRAEL.

H. Res. 1288: Mrs. MYRICK.

H. Res. 1294: Mr. BARRETT of South Caro-
lina, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida, and Mr. GRAYSON.

H. Res. 1299: Mr. PETERSON, Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. WOLF, Mr. MACK,
Mr. GERLACH, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. BART-
LETT, Mr. WEINER, Mr. WALDEN, and Mr. CAL-
VERT.

H. Res. 1302: Ms. SUTTON, Mr. MELANCON,
and Mr. HINOJOSA.

H. Res. 1303: Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. LAMBORN,
and Mr. INGLIS.

PIERLUISI.
COWLEY.
MICHAUD.

SCHOCK and Mr.
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H. Res. 1309: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin and
Ms. NORTON.

H. Res. 1317: Mr. MCCLINTOCK.

H. Res. 1319: Mr. PIERLUISI and Ms. FUDGE.

H. Res. 1321: Mr. PAYNE and Mr. SABLAN.

H. Res. 1325: Mr. SABLAN, Mr. MACK, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. YOUNG of Florida,
Mr. MicA, and Mr. OLSON.

H. Res. 1330: Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Ms.
HARMAN, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
SABLAN, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. BLUMENAUER,
Ms. SPEIER, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. RICH-
ARDSON, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr.
DIcks, Mr. FILNER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE of Texas, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mr. Wu, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. BoYyD, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. LEE
of California, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr.
HoNDA, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Ms. ESHOO.

H. Res. 1331: Mr. SABLAN.

H. Res. 1338: Mr. BACA, Mr. BLUMENAUER,
Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
DOGGETT, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA,
Mr. FARR, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
HODES, Mr. HONDA, Ms. LEE of California, Mr.
LeEwIs of Georgia, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. ZOE
LOFGREN of California, Mr. MARKEY of Mas-
sachusetts, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Ms.
McCoLLuM, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. RANGEL,
Ms. RICHARDSON, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. SABLAN, Mr. SARBANES,
Mr. SERRANO, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. THOMP-
SoN of California, Ms. TITUS, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, and Mr. WAXMAN.

H. Res. 1339: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr.
ELLISON, Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. COOPER, Mr.
CARDOZA, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. MEEK of
Florida, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. CROW-
LEY, and Ms. BEAN.

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative GORDON of Tennessee, or a des-
ignee, to H.R. 5116, the America COMPETES
Reauthorization Act of 2010, does not contain
any congressional earmarks, limited tax
benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined
in clause 9 of rule XXI.
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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable
JEANNE SHAHEEN, a Senator from the
State of New Hampshire.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Our Father in heaven, You have al-
ready endowed our Senators with abili-
ties they can use in faithful service to
You and country. Make them faithful
stewards of Your gifts, as they live to
bring glory to Your Name. Lord, under-
gird them with Your enabling might so
that their labors will produce a rich
harvest of meaningful accomplish-
ments. May they be Your candles, illu-
minating the world around them with
the light of Your grace and peace. Em-
power them to persevere and to fight
the good fight of faith. Help them to be
open and honest with each other, to
mean what they say and to say what
they mean.

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen.

———————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN led
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. BYRD).

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, May 11, 2010.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

Senate

appoint the Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN, a
Senator from the State of New Hampshire,
to perform the duties of the Chair.
ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.
Mrs. SHAHEEN thereupon assumed
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized.
————
SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Madam President, today
the Senate will resume consideration
of the Wall Street reform legislation.
There will be up to 80 minutes for de-
bate with respect to the Sanders and
Vitter amendments. We will vote on
those matters at around 11:30 a.m.
today. The Senate will recess from
12:30 to 2:15 p.m. to allow for the week-
ly caucus luncheons.

———————

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR JIM
BUNNING

Mr. REID. Madam President, this
past Sunday, a young pitcher for the
Oakland Athletics threw a perfect
game. For those of you who do not
know baseball, the Oakland Athletics
is a baseball team, and throwing a per-
fect game is truly a big deal. It is such
a big deal, it is only the 19th time this
has ever happened—and baseball start-
ed keeping records in 1880-something—
and this is the first time it happened
on Mother’s Day.

Someone did throw a perfect game on
Father’s Day. On that Sunday, more
than 45 years ago, one of our colleagues
made history by accomplishing one of
the most remarkable, most elusive, and
most coveted accomplishments in all of
athletics, throwing a perfect game in
Major League Baseball. That pitcher

was the junior Senator from Kentucky,
JIM BUNNING. He threw the second no-
hitter of his Hall of Fame career, and I
repeat: this time, a perfect game.

To show how stupendous this game
Senator BUNNING pitched was, under-
stand this young man who pitched a
perfect game last Sunday did so, I
think, throwing 108 pitches, something
like that. JIM BUNNING threw 90
pitches. This is unbelievable, that in 9
innings someone could pitch a whole
baseball game and throw only 90
pitches. It is a rare occurrence in mod-
ern day baseball for someone to com-
plete a game, but to complete a game—
and a perfect game—in 90 pitches is
truly amazing.

Sometimes in this body, this Senate,
our political passions or legislative ob-
jectives get in the way of our personal
relationships and the respect we show
for one another. When that happens, we
do a disservice to the citizens we serve.
The Senate was created as a place for
leaders to work for the American peo-
ple, and the only way to do that work
is to work together, not against each
other.

We surely have our differences, just
as those we represent do not see eye to
eye on every issue. That is inherent in
a representative democracy, and none
of us is perfect. As Senator JIM
BUNNING once said:

Everybody makes mistakes. The only time
I've ever been perfect was for about two
hours and 10 minutes on June 21, 1964.

But we should also be able to appre-
ciate those differences and appreciate
the distinguished men and women who
make up this body, the Senate. We
have combat veterans. We have a man
who has won the Congressional Medal
of Honor for his valor in combat. We
have doctors. We have teachers, farm-
ers, entrepreneurs, Governors, Cabinet
Secretaries. We have an astronaut, the
Senator from Florida, and we have a
Hall of Fame pitcher, whom I just
talked about.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.
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WALL STREET REFORM

The day before the perfect game on
this past Sunday, a story appeared on
the front page of the Washington Post.
The story began this way:

Something unusual is taking place on the
Senate floor: Republicans and Democrats are
working together on a major piece of legisla-
tion.

It is a shame that bipartisan coopera-
tion passes for news these days, not to
mention front-page news in one of our
Nation’s largest newspapers.

But I hope that collaboration con-
tinues this week as we vote on amend-
ments from both sides, as we move
closer to a final vote on this very im-
portant piece of legislation. Reforming
the rules of the road on Wall Street is
critical to our Nation’s future. We need
to restore the American people’s trust
in our financial system.

The American people demand we act.
Families demand we safeguard their
savings. Seniors demand we protect
their pensions. They have seen big
bankers gamble away so much of their
money—not the bankers’ money but
our money—their retirements, and
their home equity, which has been
shaken. The last thing they want is for
their leaders to waste their time also.

So I still hope we can pass Wall
Street accountability reforms this
week. I am going to do everything I
can to see that happens.

SUPREME COURT NOMINEE

Let’s talk about the Supreme Court
for just a short time. We have accom-
plished much in the first few months of
this year. It has been difficult, but we
have done a lot. But we have so much
more to do. On that list is one of our
most important responsibilities as Sen-
ators: giving our advice and consent to
the President’s nominees for the courts
and in this instance the Supreme
Court.

In the day or so since President
Obama asked our Solicitor General,
Elena Kagan, to serve as the Court’s
112th Justice, she has received bipar-
tisan praise for her intellect, her dedi-
cation to public service, and her ability
to bring people together, especially
when they disagree. She has produced
impressive work as an academic, con-
tributed to lifesaving legislation as a
lawyer, and has been a policy aide at
the highest levels. She has inspired
students as the dean of Harvard Law
School and made her country and her
fellow citizens stronger as Solicitor
General. So I commend President
Obama for choosing her to serve on the
Supreme Court.

My No. 1 goal for this new Supreme
Court Justice—I have stated it publicly
before the Judiciary Committee; I have
told the President himself—let’s stop
having judges go on the Supreme
Court. I wanted someone who had not
worn the robe, someone who had a lit-
tle common sense separate and apart
from the Supreme Court.

I know those Justices have common
sense, but they have worn those robes a
long time, and I think it is good to get
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a fresh insight into what is going on in
the world. Elena Kagan is a lawyer and
scholar so respected because she knows
the value of listening to all sides of an
argument before making a judgment.
In that sense, she is a good role model
for her own confirmation process. Let’s
listen to what she has to say, to what
those who know her have to say about
her, and to the American people, who
demand that the Supreme Court puts
the rights of people ahead of the wal-
lets of corporate America.

My Republican colleagues—I have
heard some in the media say: Well, she
is not experienced enough. I developed
a personal relationship with Chief Jus-
tice Rehnquist. I developed that re-
spect for him for a couple reasons. No.
1, when I was chairman of the Demo-
cratic Policy Committee, I did some-
thing for which people said: Why are
you bothering? He will never do that. I
called him and said: Mr. Justice, would
you come over to the Senate and talk
to my Democratic Senators? He said: I
would be happy to.

Over he comes. What a wonderful
meeting we had. He had a great sense
of humor. He handled all the questions
with ease. Then, shortly thereafter, he
was sitting where the Acting President
pro tempore is now sitting, as we did
the impeachment trial of President
Clinton. Again, he had such a good
sense of fairness as he worked his way
through those very difficult pro-
ceedings.

He had a bad back, and he would have
to get up once in a while—stand where
the Acting President pro tempore is
now sitting. When the breaks would be
taken, he would go back into one of the
rooms back here, and we would all go
visit with him—a terrific man. You
may not agree with a lot of the direc-
tion of his opinions, but they were bril-
liantly written. He had no judicial ex-
perience—zero.

One of my favorite Supreme Court
Justices, in recent years, has been San-
dra Day O’Connor, not because she is a
Republican but because she was a good
judge. She had run for public office.
She served in the legislature in Ari-
zona. That is why she could identify
with many of the problems created by
us legislators, and she could work her
way through that.

I think Solicitor General Kagan will
bring a lot of those same views of these
two Republicans to the bench; that is,
she has fresh ideas. She has been out in
the real world recently. I think she is
going to be a terrific addition to the
Supreme Court.

Would the Chair now announce the
business of the day.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.
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RESTORING AMERICAN FINANCIAL
STABILITY ACT OF 2010

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will resume consideration of S.
3217, which the clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 3217) to promote the financial
stability of the United States by improving
accountability and transparency in the fi-
nancial system, to end ‘‘too big to fail,” to
protect the American taxpayer by ending
bailouts, to protect consumers from abusive
financial services practices, and for other
purposes.

Pending:

Reid (for Dodd-Lincoln) amendment No.
3739, in the nature of a substitute.

Sanders-Dodd modified amendment No.
3738 (to amendment No. 3739), to require the
nonpartisan Government Accountability Of-
fice to conduct an independent audit of the
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System that does not interfere with mone-
tary policy, to let the American people know
the names of the recipients of over
$2,000,000,000,000 in taxpayer assistance from
the Federal Reserve System.

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

AMENDMENT NO. 3760 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3739

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I call
up the Vitter amendment which is at
the desk.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. VITTER],
for himself, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr.
HATCH, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. CRAPO,
and Mr. RISCH, proposes an amendment num-
bered 3760 to amendment No. 3739.

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To address availability of informa-

tion concerning the meetings of the Fed-

eral Open Market Committee, and for
other purposes)

At the end of title XI, add the following:
SEC. 1159. AUDITS AND OVERSIGHT OF THE FED-

ERAL RESERVE.

Section 714 of title 31, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘the Of-
fice of the Comptroller of the Currency, and
the Office of Thrift Supervision.” and insert-
ing ‘‘and the Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency.”’;

(2) in subsection (b), by striking all after
‘““has consented in writing.” and inserting
the following: ‘‘Audits of the Federal Re-
serve Board and Federal reserve banks shall
not include unreleased transcripts or min-
utes of meetings of the Board of Governors
or of the Federal Open Market Committee.
To the extent that an audit deals with indi-
vidual market actions, records related to
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such actions shall only be released by the
Comptroller General after 180 days have
elapsed following the effective date of such
actions.”’;

(3) in subsection (c)(1), in the first sen-
tence, by striking ‘‘subsection,” and insert-
ing ‘“‘subsection or in the audits or audit re-
ports referring or relating to the Federal Re-
serve Board or Reserve Banks,’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

“(f) AUDIT AND REPORT OF THE FEDERAL RE-
SERVE SYSTEM.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An audit of the Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System
and the Federal reserve banks under sub-
section (b) shall be completed not later than
12 months after the date of enactment of the
Restoring American Financial Stability Act
of 2010.

(2) REPORT.—

‘“(A) REQUIRED.—A report on the audit re-
ferred to in paragraph (1) shall be submitted
by the Comptroller General to the Congress
before the end of the 90-day period beginning
on the date on which such audit is completed
and made available to—

‘(i) the Speaker of the House of Represent-
atives;

‘‘(ii) the majority and minority leaders of
the House of Representatives;

‘‘(iii) the majority and minority leaders of
the Senate;

‘(iv) the Chairman and Ranking Member
of the committee and each subcommittee of
jurisdiction in the House of Representatives
and the Senate; and

‘(v) any other Member of Congress who re-
quests it.

‘(B) CONTENTS.—The report under subpara-
graph (A) shall include a detailed description
of the findings and conclusion of the Comp-
troller General with respect to the audit
that is the subject of the report.

“(3) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this sub-
section shall be construed—

‘“(A) as interference in or dictation of mon-
etary policy to the Federal Reserve System
by the Congress or the Government Account-
ability Office; or

“(B) to limit the ability of the Government
Accountability Office to perform additional
audits of the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System or of the Federal re-
serve banks.”.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator controls 20 minutes.

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I ask
that the Chair notify me after 15 min-
utes has been used.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator will be notified.

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I
have called up Vitter amendment No.
3760, which is verbatim, word for word,
the RON PAUL language that was added
to the House bill in committee by a
strong bipartisan vote.

In doing so, I also ask unanimous
consent to add the following Senators
as  cosponsors: Senators DEMINT,
GRASSLEY, HATCH, McCCAIN, BUNNING,
CRAPO, and RISCH.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, on
the Senate side, I have been a strong
cosponsor and supporter of S. 604 and
Senator SANDERS’ amendment on this
bill. I present this different amend-
ment because Senator SANDERS decided
to modify his amendment late last
week, and I thought there was a con-
tinuing need to have this language ex-
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actly as it now appears in the House
bill, as it was included in the House bill
by a strong bipartisan vote in the
house committee.

First, let me say I support the Sand-
ers amendment. I will vote for it. It is
a very important and useful look in the
rearview mirror, if you will, a one-time
audit of significant Federal Reserve ac-
tivity, particularly in 2008 and 2009. I
welcome that.

That should not be the end of the
matter, and it should not be recognized
as all we need because it clearly is not.
We need to look in the rearview mirror
at those important events. That was a
very significant period. But we also
need to look forward because these
events and these debates and these op-
portunities for bailouts and other ac-
tions absolutely continue. The Vitter
amendment addresses that—a look for-
ward as well as that important one-
time look back.

If we needed any reason to think we
need this ability to continue to look
forward and look at the detailed provi-
sions of Fed activity, it is in the news
right now—absolutely right now—in
terms of the Greek and European eco-
nomic crisis.

Although Chairman Bernanke as-
sured Congress in recent testimony
that ‘‘we have no plans to be involved
in any foreign bailouts or anything of
that sort,” very recently, in the last
few days, the Fed has announced the
opening of significant facilities to cen-
tral banks in Europe that certainly in-
volve it, at least at the margin, in that
activity.

I do not know enough about those re-
cent deals and currency exchange
swaps to comment on whether they are
a good idea or a bad idea, or to com-
ment a clear conclusion about the ex-
tent to which they put U.S. taxpayers
at risk. But clearly they are a signifi-
cant event. Clearly, there is significant
action of the Fed. And clearly, they are
a perfect and very recent example of
why we need to look in detail at what
the Fed is doing on an ongoing basis.

With Greece, Portugal, and Spain, all
possibly on the cusp of financial crisis,
with this significant decision of the
Fed, we must go beyond the Sanders
amendment. We must look forward and
not just one time back to ensure the
American people that we all know
what our Federal Reserve is doing and
exactly why it is doing it.

This Vitter amendment does that. It
will bring real reform and account-
ability to the Federal Reserve. That is
essential, given the historic, major ac-
tions the Fed has undertaken in the
last few years and continues to an-
nounce, even as we speak, activities
that would not be covered by the Sand-
ers amendment.

There has been a lot of rhetoric
about all of the evil and dangerous
things my amendment would do at the
Fed. Let me directly address and dispel
these notions.

First, there has been a lot of sugges-
tion that this will politicize individual
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monetary policy decisions; that this
will have individual Members of Con-
gress bringing undue influence on those
decisions. I truly think there are enor-
mous protections in this amendment
that will clearly avoid that situation.

Let’s start with the clear language of
the amendment:

Nothing in this subsection shall be con-
strued as interference in or dictation of mon-
etary policy to the Federal Reserve System
by the Congress or the Government Account-
ability Office.

It is a very clear, very broad, very
strong statement. The amendment goes
even farther. The other specific lan-
guage of the amendment is very careful
to ensure the audits that the amend-
ment will require will not include
unreleased transcripts or minutes of
meetings of the Federal Reserve Board
of Governors or of the Federal Open
Markets Committee.

In addition to the extent any audit
deals with an individual market action,
such as a change in interest rates, the
audit will only be released 180 days
after the action occurs.

If this is an attempt for any Members
of Congress, any individuals to control
individual decisions, to have a direct
impact on an individual decision, such
as an interest rate decision, it is a
pretty dumb, ineffective way to do it
because the audit will not be out for
half a year. Clearly, it will have no im-
pact on that decision.

Under these protections, the Federal
Reserve will still operate monetary
policy independently, but it is reason-
able that those actions, after an appro-
priate lag of time in some cases will be
transparent, will be fully understand-
able and fully open to the American
people and to Congress.

Again, I think it is very important to
dispel these notions that are flying
about that are untrue. I have talked
with Chairman Bernanke several times
about these proposals. Always, invari-
ably, his stated concern is the oppor-
tunity for an audit to try to impact an
individual decision, such as an interest
rate decision. We have addressed that
very directly in the way I explained.

In addition, the GAO cannot review
many actions such as discount window
lending—direct loans to financial insti-
tutions—open market operations and
any other transactions made under the
direction of the Federal Open Market
Committee.

GAO also, under the clear terms of
this amendment, cannot look into the
Fed’s transactions with foreign govern-
ments. This, again, is plenty of protec-
tion against the concerns annunciated
prior to this debate and vote.

What this comes down to is: Do the
American people deserve full informa-
tion about Federal Reserve decisions or
is somehow this beyond the capability
of Congress and the American people to
digest?

In Federal Reserve Board minutes
that were only recently released—these
minutes go back to 2004—Alan Green-
span said this:
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We run the risk, by laying out the pros and
cons of a particular argument, of inducing
people to join in on the debate, and in this
regard it is possible to lose control of a proc-
ess that only we fully understand.

It is somewhat amagzing to me, but
that is a verbatim, direct quote. More
than any statistic, more than any
other quote, more than any fact, that
direct quote is about what this debate
and what this amendment is about.

Is this an area of governance that af-
fects all of our daily lives that we
should leave purely up to the elites
without ever having full transparency
and a full opportunity for debate? Al-
ternatively, is this still America, and
do Congress and the American people
deserve full openness?

Let me read this quote again because
it goes to the heart of the issue:

We run the risk, by laying out the pros and
cons of a particular argument, of inducing
people to join in on the debate, and in this
regard it is possible to lose control of a proc-
ess that only we fully understand.

If you adopt that offensive, in my
opinion, elitist attitude, vote against
the Vitter amendment. If you think we
should have much greater openness and
transparency and the opportunity for a
full debate, with all of the protections
of the individual, interest rate, and
other decisions I have laid out, please
vote for the Vitter amendment.

Again, Madam President, I will sup-
port the Sanders amendment. It is an
important and appropriate one-time
look back, one-time look in the rear-
view mirror about a very important pe-
riod of time, particularly 2008-2009
when the Fed was busier and more ac-
tive with more aggressive policy than
ever before. But the opportunity for
that aggressive policy is not over. We
see that this week, with the Fed par-
ticipating with European national
banks in the crisis in Europe. We need
this opportunity on an ongoing basis.
We need the Vitter amendment. In ad-
dition, we need a full audit, and with
all of the protections included, we need
that opportunity continuing for full
openness and transparency.

Madam President, with that, I yield
the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Vermont. The
Senator controls 20 minutes.

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, let
me begin by thanking my colleague
from Louisiana, Senator VITTER, not
only for his remarks today but for his
excellent work throughout this proc-
ess. I have enjoyed working with him.
What we have tried to do in this whole
process is to bring together people who
come from very different ideologies to
basically make the point that the time
is now to end the secrecy at the Fed.

Madam President, I would like to
yield myself 15 minutes, if the Chair
can let me know when 15 minutes has
expired.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator will be so notified.

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, at
a time when the Federal Reserve has
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been provided the largest taxpayer
bailout in the history of the world, to
the largest financial institutions in
this country—trillion-dollar institu-
tions—without the approval of Con-
gress, without the real knowledge of
the American people, the Sanders
amendment makes it clear that the
Fed can no longer operate forever in
the kind of secrecy in which it has op-
erated. Under the Sanders amendment,
for the first time the American people
will know exactly who received over $2
trillion in zero, or virtually zero, inter-
est loans from the Fed, and they will
know the exact terms of those finan-
cial arrangements.

Under the Sanders amendment, for
the first time, the GAO will be required
to conduct a top-to-bottom comprehen-
sive audit of every single emergency
action the Fed has undertaken since
the financial crisis began. Under the
Sanders amendment, for the first time,
the GAO will investigate whether there
were conflicts of interest surrounding
the emergency actions of the Fed.

Madam President, the Fed has been
fighting all the way to the U.S. Su-
preme Court to keep this information
secret. Well, this amendment says, in
no uncertain terms, this money does
not belong to the Fed; it belongs to the
American people, and the American
people have a right to know where
their taxpayer dollars are going. That
is not a difficult concept to get one’s
arms around. The American people
have a right to know.

Specifically, the Sanders amendment
does two things: First, it requires the
Fed to put on its Web site by December
1, 2010, the names of all of the financial
institutions, corporations and foreign
central banks—let me repeat, foreign
central banks—that received trillions
of dollars in taxpayer assistance from
the Fed since the beginning of the fi-
nancial bailout period.

Second, the Sanders amendment re-
quires the GAO—the Government Ac-
countability Office—to conduct a top-
to-bottom comprehensive audit of all
of the emergency actions the Fed has
taken since the beginning of the finan-
cial crisis, with a particular focus on
all of the potential conflicts of interest
within these secret deals. And that,
Madam President, is an extremely im-
portant point which, by the way, was
not in my original amendment.

The fight for a GAO audit of the Fed
and to require more transparency has
been a long and arduous struggle.
There are many people to thank for
being at the point we are today. Par-
tisan politics aside, this has been a
joint effort on the part of some of the
most progressive Members of Congress
and some of the most conservative, and
some of the most progressive grass
roots organizations and some of the
most conservative.

I specifically want to thank, in the
Senate, Majority Leader REID, Major-
ity Whip DURBIN, Senators DORGAN,
FEINGOLD, BOXER, and LEAHY and many
others for their leadership on this issue
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on my side of the aisle, and to thank
Senators DEMINT, VITTER, BROWNBACK,
McCAIN, GRASSLEY, and others on the
other side of the aisle.

Last week, a number of Senators—
Democrats and Republicans—indicated
to me they were uncomfortable with
my original amendment, which they
believed would have allowed Congress
to be involved in the day-to-day mone-
tary operations of the Fed. That was
never my intention, and I still do not
believe my original amendment would
have done that. Nonetheless, that is
what a number of Senators believed
and were concerned about and they
came to me about. The chairman of the
Banking Committee, Senator DoDD, in-
dicated to me if we could clarify this
issue, he would not only be supportive
of this amendment, but he would co-
sponsor it. That is exactly what he did,
and I very much appreciate his sup-
port.

Let me just very briefly speak to
what the principles of this amendment
are. No. 1, the Sanders amendment, in
terms of transparency, is clear we need
to make sure the Federal Reserve re-
leases the names of every single finan-
cial institution, corporation, and for-
eign central bank the Fed provided
over $2 trillion in taxpayer assistance
to since the financial crisis started and
what the exact details of those ar-
rangements were. This information, as
a result of this amendment, will be on
the Fed’s Web site on December 1, 2010,
and every single American who has a
computer will be able to access that in-
formation. That is a major step for-
ward.

Secondly, in terms of the audit, I
have always believed the main purpose
of this audit was for the GAO to con-
duct a top-to-bottom comprehensive
review of every single emergency ac-
tion the Fed has undertaken since the
start of the financial crisis. That is ex-
actly what this amendment does.

In addition, let me be clear, the
modified amendment—the amendment
I am offering today—is stronger than
my original amendment on one very
important point, a point I think mil-
lions of Americans are concerned
about; that is, it requires the GAO to
investigate whether there were con-
flicts of interest in the establishment
of the emergency lending programs at
the Fed.

My original amendment would have
allowed the GAO to look into conflicts
of interest at the Fed but did not re-
quire it. This amendment requires it.
We are very specific about that.

For example, I want to know—and I
think the American people want to
know—why Lloyd Blankfein, the CEO
of Goldman Sachs, attended a meeting
at the New York Fed when the Federal
Government decided to bail out AIG to
the eventual tune of $182 billion, allow-
ing Goldman Sachs to pocket $13 bil-
lion of that money. My original amend-
ment would have allowed the GAO to
look at this. The new amendment
makes it clear this kind of conflict of
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interest must be looked into by the
GAO.

Further, I want to know—and I think
the American people want to know—
why the head of the New York Fed,
Stephen Friedman, was allowed to
serve on the board of directors at Gold-
man Sachs and was allowed to pur-
chase over 37,000 shares of Goldman
stock at the same time the New York
Fed was approving Goldman’s applica-
tion to become a bank holding com-
pany. My original amendment would
have allowed the GAO to look into
this. The new Sanders amendment re-
quires the Fed to investigate whether
conflicts of interest existed in these
types of financial deals.

Some 35 members of the Fed’s Board
of Directors are executives at banks
which received over $120 billion in
TARP money. I want to know—and I
think the American people want to
know—how much these financial insti-
tutions received from the Fed and if
this represents a conflict of interest.
My original amendment would have al-
lowed the GAO to look at this. The new
Sanders amendment requires the GAO
to take a look at those potential con-
flicts of interest.

What is important to point out is, in
terms of transparency, I am not the
only person—other Members of the
Senate are not the only people—who is
demanding that the Fed tell us to
whom they lent money. I would point
out that Bloomberg News has gone to
court and, in fact, has won two Federal
court decisions against the Fed in
which the courts have said the Fed has
to release that information. But the
Fed persists in saying no. They want to
keep that information secret.

So that is where we are today. We are
on the verge of lifting the veil of se-
crecy at perhaps the most important
government agency in the TUnited
States—an agency which has control of
and expends trillions of dollars. They
do it behind closed doors, and they do
it in ways the American people know
very little about. So I ask for strong
support for the Sanders amendment so
we can go forward and break this veil
of secrecy.

With that, Madam President, I re-
serve the remainder of my time.

Mr. DODD. Madam President, how
much time remains?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Connecticut
controls 20 minutes, the Senator from
Alabama controls 20 minutes, the Sen-
ator from Vermont has 8% minutes,
and the Senator from Louisiana, 9 min-
utes.

Mr. DODD. Madam President, let me
ask how much time my friend needs?

Mr. GREGG. I would ask for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DODD. I yield the Senator from
New Hampshire at least 5 minutes, un-
less he needs more.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire.

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, first
off, at this point I congratulate the
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Senator from Vermont and express my
appreciation for his very constructive
approach to this issue. I had very seri-
ous reservations regarding his original
amendment, but he has worked with
Members of this side of the aisle, the
chairman of the committee, and mem-
bers of the administration and the Fed
and has come up with an extremely re-
sponsible amendment.

The Senator’s amendment gets to the
issues which he is concerned about,
which are totally legitimate; that is,
the question of transparency and mak-
ing sure, to the fullest extent possible,
the American people know what is hap-
pening with this very significant agen-
cy that impacts our lives but which we
know little about—a lot of Americans
don’t—and that is the Federal Reserve.

I also wish to congratulate Chairman
Bernanke—he and his staff—for step-
ping forward and aggressively pursuing
a resolution to this issue in a manner
which I think will be very positive for
both sides.

So I intend to support the amend-
ment of the Senator from Vermont, as
amended, and appreciate his offering it
and appreciate his responsible effort. I
do have, however, deep and severe res-
ervations and strongly oppose the
amendment of the Senator from Lou-
isiana. The issue here isn’t trans-
parency any longer with the amend-
ment of the Senator from Louisiana.
The issue is whether we have a Federal
Reserve which can function and can
pursue its primary purpose, which is
maintaining the integrity of the cur-
rency of the United States.

When the Federal Reserve was cre-
ated back in 1917, there was a huge de-
bate—a huge debate—raging in this Na-
tion, and had been raging since the
great depressions of 1897 and 1907—
about how to manage the currency of
this country. The central figure in that
debate was William Jennings Bryan, a
man of immense proportions in our his-
tory. He was a populist in the extreme,
and he believed genuinely that there
should be a monetary policy in this
country which allowed for free money
to be produced, essentially. His Cross
of Gold Speech was, of course, historic.
His view was, basically, those who were
in control of the government—public
elected officials—should have control
over the currency. But what had been
learned over time was if you turn con-
trol of the currency over to elected of-
ficials, the currency becomes at risk
because there is a natural tendency by
elected bodies to want to produce
money arbitrarily to take care of
spending which they deem to be in the
public interest.

Thanks to the leadership at that
time of a number of thoughtful people,
including people such as Woodrow Wil-
son, the decision was made to create a
separate entity called the Federal Re-
serve, which would manage the cur-
rency of the United States and decide
how much money was printed. The
printing presses would be taken away
from elected officials.
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This decision has probably been one
of the best decisions we ever made as a
nation in order to determine a strong
fiscal future and a strong economy be-
cause it has allowed us to have a cur-
rency which has basically been pro-
tected from the winds of the politics of
the day. That is absolutely critical. It
is as important today as it was when
the Federal Reserve was created, if not
more important today.

We have seen a world where there is
a tremendous amount of pressure on
the currencies of almost every nation,
certainly every developed nation with
the exception of a few. That pressure
inevitably leads to populist outrage on
occasion or to popular decisions which
can request that the currency be de-
valued in order to produce what some
people see as a better lifestyle or in
order to address concerns a nation may
have. But you cannot do that at the
whim of elected officials. It is abso-
lutely critical that the currency of the
Nation be protected from the day-to-
day activities of politics.

We have created this Federal Reserve
System which accomplishes that. The
essence of that system is the Open
Market Committee, which decides es-
sentially how much money there is
going to be in circulation in this coun-
try. We have always believed that sys-
tem should have integrity, be kept sep-
arate from the political process; that
Members of the Congress should not
have the ability, either directly or in-
directly, to influence the decision of
the printing of dollars in this Nation.
It is a good decision and we should not
abandon that course of action.

Yet the Vitter amendment, couched
in all sorts of——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
UDALL of New Mexico). The Senator
from New Hampshire has used the 5
minutes he was yielded.

Mr. GREGG. I ask for 4 minutes out
of the time of Senator SHELBY.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. GREGG. The amendment offered
by Senator VITTER unfortunately has,
as its essence, the disassembling of this
independence. It would give the Con-
gress the ability, through the GAO—
and because the GAO is an arm of the
Congress, our accounting arm—to go in
and investigate what happens with the
Open Market Committee. That is clear-
ly going to create consequences which
would be inappropriate in the decision-
making process of the Federal Reserve.
It would influence their ability to
make decisions in the sense they would
be concerned about Congress coming in
and investigating them. It would open
activities which, if they are not done in
some level of confidence, inevitably
end up disrupting the markets. So it is
absolutely critical that the Congress
not be allowed to go into the Open
Market Committee and audit that part
of the Federal Reserve activities—ab-
solutely critical if we are going to
maintain the integrity of the dollar.

Remember, this is about Main Street.
Whether that dollar you take on Main
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Street to buy clothing or food or a
car—whether that dollar has the value
you think it has depends entirely on
whether there is confidence it is not
going to be inflated arbitrarily. If the
political process starts to influence the
decisions as to how much money is
printed in this country and therefore
affects the inflationary value of the
dollar, you will see your dollars de-
valued as you try to buy items on Main
Street. The effect of that will be dev-
astating on your ability as an Amer-
ican citizen to have confidence in the
dollars which you earn and what they
are going to buy and what they are
going to mean when you save them—
which is even more important.

We cannot have a system which al-
lows Congress to influence the deci-
sions in this critical area. All the rest
of the activities the Federal Reserve
undertakes should be open, should be
audited by the Congress, and should be
available for public inspection on a
regular basis. That is essentially what
the amendment of Senator SANDERS
does. There is already a lot of audit ac-
tivity at the Fed, but what it does is
expand that and make it more trans-
parent and more available to the Amer-
ican people. But in this one area which
Congress has specifically by law ex-
empted from review for the very log-
ical and appropriate reason that we do
not want the politics of the day to in-
fluence the decision as to the value of
our currency, in this one area we need
to keep the exception and give the Fed
that type of protection.

I strongly oppose the Vitter amend-
ment. I hope those who are concerned
about maintaining the integrity of our
currency will also oppose this amend-
ment.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut is recognized.

Mr. DODD. I yield myself 10 minutes
on my time, if I may, and reserve 5, if
the Chair will let me know when that
time has expired.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair will do so.

Mr. DODD. I thank my friend and
colleague from New Hampshire. He is
always thoughtful on these issues. I ap-
preciate the history lesson as well. It is
always important that Members under-
stand the genesis and history of nec-
essary decisions, so it is an important
contribution this morning to what we
are trying to achieve. Also, let me say
how much I appreciate the efforts of
the Senator from Vermont. Occasion-
ally around here you get to make a his-
toric contribution. I don’t want to en-
gage in hyperbole, but this is a historic
moment the Senator from Vermont has
provided us, to be able to do something
we have talked about. I want to tell my
colleague from Vermont not only do I
think we are going to achieve what he
wants with his amendment, but we just
had a meeting with the Chairman of
the Federal Reserve to Kind of brief us
on these events in HEurope over the
weekend, and the Federal Reserve,
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without legislation but clearly under
the influence of this proposed legisla-
tion, is going to put up on its Web site
as soon as possible the contracts be-
tween the Fed and other central banks
that occurred over the past weekend.

It has also committed the Fed will
report weekly on the activity of each
of the swaps accounts by the central
banks—not in the aggregate, each one
of them. The legislation is going to do
a lot, but the Senator has already had
an influence on the conduct of the Fed
in terms of the transparency issues.

I appreciate very much the efforts of
Senator SANDERS. He is not new to the
issue. He has raised this repeatedly
since he became a Member of this body.
I also associate myself with the re-
marks of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire regarding the Vitter amendment.
Again, the central question in many
ways is exactly as he has described it,
and that is the independence of the
central bank, the most important cen-
tral bank in the world, to be able to op-
erate devoid of the kind of political in-
fluences that could ultimately change
that Federal Reserve Board from mak-
ing the kind of decisions that are going
to protect the integrity of our cur-
rency.

The Open Market Committee’s func-
tioning absolutely is critical. So this is
a well-crafted proposal, in my view, be-
cause it goes to the heart of the issue
of transparency, including the require-
ments now mandated by the Sanders
amendment. The previous incarnation
of this amendment was a request. I
think all of us know where requests
end up if there is no will on the other
side to engage them. But this now
mandates, in fact—we could have po-
tential conflict of interest examined as
to when these decisions are made.

I point out that our bill today in-
cludes language, if adopted, that will
change how the New York Fed presi-
dent is chosen. Presently he is chosen
by the very institutions that office is
designed to regulate. In a sense, we
change all of that because that on its
face seems to be an inherent conflict.
When you get to choose your regu-
lator—one of the complaints we have
had, legitimately, about regulatory ar-
bitrage is that institutions picked
their regulator of least resistance and
that contributed to some of the prob-
lems we have run into. Under the
present construct, without the changes
included in our bill, of course that goes
on. Imagine, if you can sit around and
choose your own regulator if you are
lending institutions, financial institu-
tions. That presently is what happens
with regional banks. So the very banks
that are the subject of the Federal reg-
ulation decide who the regulator will
be. Our bill changes that as well, and
that goes to the heart of exactly what
the Senator from Vermont is talking
about.

I urge my colleagues to give strong
support to the Sanders amendment. I
am a cosponsor. I don’t cosponsor
many amendments for the obvious rea-
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son we have a lot of them and I realize
some I am supportive of, maybe not as
strongly as others. I am a strong sup-
porter of this amendment, and I want
my name attached to it, and I appre-
ciate the efforts of my colleague in
putting this forward.

I am as strongly in opposition to the
Vitter amendment because it under-
mines, in effect, what the Sanders
amendment accomplishes. That would
be a tragedy, in my view. The fact is
we are going to do something that has
been needed to be done for years, and
that is to get the transparency of what
occurs at the Federal Reserve, but not
engaging in the kind of damage that
could occur—particularly at this mo-
ment.

We all understand. I think we have
made the case over and over again over
many days. We are no longer talking
about a financial system that is in
jeopardy because of what happens in
terms of mismanagement of major fi-
nancial institutions. We now know
that events thousands of miles away
from our shores, in nation states that
have no direct bearing, necessarily, or
are directly affected by decisions we
make here, can cause the kind of dis-
ruptions, economically, around the
world. It is that kind of world we live
in.

I remember a few years ago a very
small exchange, relatively small ex-
change in Shanghai, China, had a de-
cline of about 12 percent one morning.
That exchange represented about 5 per-
cent of the volume of the New York
Stock Exchange in Shanghai. Yet that
action in that relatively small ex-
change caused, within a matter of
hours, all over the globe exchanges to
react to it. My point simply being,
without going into the details of what
occurred there, events that occur in
one part of the world can have a huge
implication here as well.

At this very important moment, to
undermine the independence of the
Federal Reserve with the Vitter
amendment would do great damage to
our country. I urge my colleagues to be
supportive of the Sanders amendment
and then join with Senator GREGG and
myself and others in our opposition to
the Vitter amendment because it un-
dercuts exactly what, in a sense, we are
trying to achieve here with this legis-
lation.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

Mr. DEMINT. I ask to speak——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. DEMINT. I ask to speak under
Senator VITTER’sS time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, there
are few things more important to
Americans than our money. It rep-
resents our life’s work, our savings, our
investment. When our Founders put
this country and the Constitution to-
gether, they gave the Congress the re-
sponsibility to protect our currency
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and the value of our money. This is a
responsibility that decades ago the
Congress delegated to the Federal Re-
serve, to operate as an independent in-
stitution, responsible for protecting
our monetary system as well as over-
seeing employment in our country.

Congress has not paid much atten-
tion to what the Federal Reserve has
done. In fact, we have little idea now
what they are doing. We do know they
are doing many things now that they
didn’t do even a few years before—tril-
lions of dollars buying toxic assets
from various financial institutions. We
know they are doing business all over
the world, lending money with inter-
national banks. But we don’t know ex-
actly what they are doing, why they
are doing it, or how they are doing it.

We don’t know if a 1ot of these activi-
ties could eventually bring down our fi-
nancial system. We need to be con-
cerned because it is our responsibility
as a Congress and if we allow our cur-
rency to be undermined anywhere in
the world, it is detrimental to every
American family, everything we
worked for, everything we have saved.

We cannot pass this off. This Con-
gress has established other financial
institutions such as Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac to supposedly facilitate
the mortgage industry and make it
easier for people to buy homes. We
were told there was no problem with
subprime lending and all the things
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac were in-
volved with. But as a Congress we did
not do our job overseeing, asking
enough questions. Then when Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac created this huge
housing bubble and brought our econ-
omy to its knees, millions of Ameri-
cans lost much of what they had
worked for and saved.

But what happened with Fannie Mae
and Freddie Mac is small compared to
what could happen if the Federal Re-
serve did something to undermine the
confidence in the dollar worldwide.

Congress should not be managing our
monetary system. I do not think we
can do it in the current political struc-
ture. But it is our job to provide ac-
countability and transparency to what
is going on at the Federal Reserve.

Last week, I spoke in support of the
Sanders amendment. I still plan to sup-
port it today, but that amendment has
been changed. It narrows the scope of a
complete audit. It really cannot be
called a complete audit anymore. It is
just disclosure on various aspects of
what the Federal Reserve does. It does
not now include what they would refer
to now as monetary policy. My under-
standing was, that is pretty much what
they did at the Federal Reserve. Cut-
ting that takes out a big part of what
we need to know about what they are
doing. It would block us from finding
out what the Federal Reserve is doing
with banks all around the world. It
would block us from finding out a lot
of things that could give us an indica-
tion of whether the Federal Reserve is
putting our monetary and financial
systems at risk.
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I think it is important, at least at
one point in time, for us to find out
what the Federal Reserve is doing and
disclose it to the American people in a
way that they will have confidence
that what is happening with the Fed-
eral Reserve and with our currency is
going to create a stable currency out
into the future.

Senator VITTER offered the original
amendment before it was changed, the
same amendment that was passed in
the House by an overwhelming major-
ity which will include all aspects of the
Federal Reserve—not in real time, but
there will be a delay so that we can’t
meddle in what they are doing. But it
opens a full audit of the Federal Re-
serve so that this Congress can make
good decisions about any needed re-
forms and certainly keeping some ac-
countability over the Federal Reserve.

It makes absolutely no sense to cre-
ate really the most powerful agency in
the world over the Reserve currency
for the world and for there to be no ac-
countability over what they are doing.
We know they think we are not smart
enough to understand what they are
doing, and we may not be. But based on
what they have told us in the past,
they are not necessarily as smart as
they think they are either, because
only a few months before Fannie Mae
collapsed, the Federal Reserve told us
there was no problem. Now they are
telling us there is no problem and that
we don’t need to look at what they are
doing.

I think it is important that we have
full disclosure and accountability and
transparency at the Federal Reserve. It
is important that the American people
trust those who are managing their
currency, and right now they don’t. A
full audit would help restore that trust
and help Congress do its job to oversee
the Federal Reserve. The Federal Re-
serve can maintain its independence,
but it doesn’t have to be independent
in secret because if they are operating
secretly, Congress is not doing its job.

I encourage my colleagues to support
the Sanders amendment but also the
Vitter amendment so that we will have
a full audit and know for the first time
what our Federal Reserve is doing with
our money.

I reserve the remainder of Senator
VITTER’S time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama is recognized.

Mr. SHELBY. I rise today to support
the Sanders amendment to bring trans-
parency to the Federal Reserve. I be-
lieve this amendment is needed be-
cause the Federal Reserve has abused
its independence. The Federal Reserve
has repeatedly assumed and exercised
vast fiscal powers under the guise of
“monetary policy.” It has sought to es-
cape accountability for these actions
by claiming that its independence
places it beyond the scope of congres-
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sional oversight. To allow any agency,
including the Federal Reserve, to exer-
cise the immense powers now wielded
by the Fed with so little accountability
is simply incompatible with our con-
stitutional system of government.

Congress granted the Federal Reserve
independence with respect to monetary
policy on grounds that ‘“‘monetary pol-
icy” was a technical, nonpolitical task
that did not put taxpayers at risk. Un-
fortunately, the Fed has failed to stay
within the limits envisioned by Con-
gress. Over the past 3 years, the Fed-
eral Reserve’s balance sheet has ex-
ploded to more than $2.3 trillion, with
much of the increase related to actions
that had little to do with monetary
policy and more to do with bailouts,
fiscal policy, and plain politics.

Although the Fed likes to pretend it
is independent and removed from poli-
tics, the reality here is that the Board
of Governors of the Federal Reserve is
one of the biggest political players in
town.

Ironically, while the Fed is fighting
this amendment, the Fed remains si-
lent about other measures that would
compromise its independence. Why?
The answer is politics. When it serves
its politics, the Fed is happy to selec-
tively sacrifice its independence. For
example, the Dodd bill compromises
the Fed’s independence by having the
Fed directly fund the Democrats’ new
consumer bureaucracy. This estab-
lishes a dangerous precedent. Anytime
Congress needs a funding source, it can
now go outside the budget process and
have the Fed print money. Yet the Fed
has remained remarkably quiet. Why?
Again, politics. The Fed’s silence
should come as no surprise given the
close political ties between the Board
of Governors of the Federal Reserve
and the Obama administration. The
Board of Governors has clearly decided
to help the Obama administration ad-
vance its legislative goals.

The Fed cannot have its cake and eat
it too. If the Fed wants to be inde-
pendent, it should defend its independ-
ence consistently but otherwise should
stay out of politics. On the other hand,
if the Federal Reserve wants to be po-
litical, it should not expect Congress to
treat it as a so-called independent, nor
should the Fed expect that its non-
monetary policy actions are exempt
from congressional oversight. These ac-
tivities, even when conducted by
FOMC, are fiscal or regulatory actions
that involve taxpayer dollars and pol-
icy judgments. They are no different
from other policy decisions made by
the executive branch.

Accordingly, I believe Congress has a
constitutional duty to oversee these
activities. Unfortunately, the Fed
often acts as if Congress should be kept
in the dark. It uses this independence
as a shield to hide its actions from con-
gressional oversight, including its bail-
outs of AIG and Bear Sterns. No agency
should have the fiscal and regulatory
powers exercised by the Fed and not
think it has to be fully accountable to
Congress. It should.
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It is my hope this amendment will be
the first step in moving the Fed back
to its more limited and traditional role
in our regulatory and constitutional
systems.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

The Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I would
like to inquire how much time re-
mains?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut controls 13 min-
utes; the Senator from Alabama, 4 min-
utes; the Senator from Louisiana, 3
minutes; the Senator from Vermont, 8
minutes.

Mr. DODD. Well, I am kind of done. I
don’t know if my colleague from
Vermont wants to add any words to all
of this. I don’t even know whether the
leaders want to be heard on this
amendment or whether other Members
want to be heard. So I guess what I will
do is propose that there is an absence
of a quorum and that the time be
equally extracted from all Members
who control time.

Is there a fixed time for the vote?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote
will occur at the expiration or the
yielding back of the time.

Mr. DODD. I suggest the absence of a
quorum and ask unanimous consent
that the time be equally charged to all
three of the Members who control the
time at this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that after the
McCain amendment is disposed of, the
next amendment in order be the Corker
amendment—the next Republican
amendment—dealing with under-
writing.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DODD. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, just so we are clear, when we dis-
pose of the McCain amendment and re-
lated amendments to it, there may be a
side-by-side, the next Republican
amendment—there will be a Demo-
cratic amendment after the McCain
amendment. Then the next amendment
after that—Republican amendment—
will be the Corker amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Who yields time?

The Senator from Vermont is recog-
nized.

Mr. CORKER. I have an inquiry.

Mr. SANDERS. I yield to the Senator
from Tennessee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee is recognized.

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, as far as
other amendments, I have an inquiry.
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As far as other amendments, I have a
number of what I would call surgical
amendments, some of which may be—I
just have an inquiry as to other types
of amendments. I know we are going in
order, Republican and Democrat. I just
thought we might talk for a second. I
have a number of surgical amendments
that improve the bill. None of them are
messaging amendments. I actually
think some of them are going to be
taken in a managers’ amendment.

But I would just inquire of the man-
ager of the bill what his thinking is as
it relates to sort of time limits and
how we might move through some of
these other amendments that are here
strictly to try to improve the bill and
may have strong bipartisan support.

The PRESIDING Officer. The Senator
from Connecticut.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I have yet
to meet a Member who didn’t think an
amendment they offered was going to
improve the bill. We can’t make that
the criteria.

First, I appreciate the Senator rais-
ing the issue because it is an important
question. I have raised with my col-
league and the former chairman, Sen-
ator SHELBY, a package of amend-
ments, technical or others, where we
think there is agreement, although he
will have to take a look at them to
make that determination, not as a
final managers’ amendment but to try
and clear out those amendments we
think can be adopted without taking
up time for votes on individual amend-
ments. I invite any Member who has
amendments, including my colleague
from Tennessee, to give us the amend-
ments he or she has or to show them to
Senator SHELBY, and we will try to ac-
cept them where we can.

If there is some problem we can’t re-
solve, then we need to provide the time
between now and the conclusion of the
bill to consider them. I will do my best
to see that happens.

Let me take advantage of the ques-
tion to make a plea to my colleagues.
Obviously, there is not an unlimited
amount of time to debate this bill. We
have other matters we are all painfully
aware of that have to come up before
we adjourn for the year. My hope is
Members will provide the time and
come forward and we will get short
time agreements for some amend-
ments, maybe a bit longer for others
that are a bit more substantive and re-
quire more debate. But we need to
move on this. We have submitted, sev-
eral days ago, a package of what I
thought would qualify as a managers’
amendment. We need to get some an-
swers on that so we can try to accom-
modate provisions to this bill that are
good contributions offered by Repub-
licans and Democrats—in some cases
both—so we can actually add to the
product of this legislation. I appreciate
my colleague’s suggestion. If we can
see them, we will try to agree to all of
them. If there is any problem, we will
let him know and then thin out that
list so we can get to them.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont is recognized.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, let me
summarize again what the Sanders
amendment does. Let me take my col-
leagues back to a meeting of the Budg-
et Committee, on which I serve, about
a year ago. Chairman Bernanke came
before that committee. I asked him:
Will you tell the committee, me, and
the American people which large finan-
cial institutions received trillions of
dollars of zero or near zero interest
loans? I thought that was a reasonable
question.

Mr. Bernanke said: No, I will not do
that. I will not release that informa-
tion.

On that day, I introduced legislation
to compel him to release the informa-
tion. This amendment, if passed, on De-
cember 1, 2010, would, in fact, contain
that information. It is a major step for-
ward.

Secondly, many Americans are begin-
ning to catch on—and some Senators
have referred to that today—to the im-
mense power of the Fed. People are de-
manding transparency at the Fed. Peo-
ple want to know what happens behind
closed doors when some of the leaders
of the largest financial institutions sit
down with the Fed and, lo and behold,
programs are developed which benefit
those very same large financial institu-
tions. Wouldn’t it be nice, wouldn’t it
be great if small businesses in Vermont
could end up with zero interest loans?
They can’t. But somehow or another,
some of the largest financial institu-
tions in this country manage to do
that, and we don’t know how this proc-
ess goes on.

Passage of the Sanders amendment is
a step forward. I congratulate all those
people from both political parties, with
very different political ideologies, for
coming forward, for pushing this issue
forward. This is not the end. This is a
beginning. As Senator DoODD said a mo-
ment ago, this is historic. We are be-
ginning to lift the veil of secrecy on
what is perhaps the most important
agency in the government.

I urge passage of the Sanders amend-
ment.

I reserve the remainder of my time
and yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I stand
to join with a bipartisan group of col-
leagues supporting the Sanders amend-
ment and also in support of the Vitter
side-by-side amendment. These are not
mutually exclusive alternatives. Both
Senator SANDERS and myself and many
others will strongly support both. I
urge all my colleagues, Democrats and
Republicans, to do the same.

Particularly since the financial cri-
sis, the American people have been de-
manding several things. One of them
clearly has been openness and trans-
parency about U.S. economic policy,
including at the Federal Reserve. That
has been a major theme, particularly
since the financial crisis. That has
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been a clear demand of the American
people, certainly of Louisianans, par-
ticularly since the financial crisis.

Most of us have voted and spoken in
strong support of that. If we truly want
to make it happen and if we truly want
to preserve that record, we need to
vote for the Sanders amendment and
the Vitter amendment today to get
that done.

If we want to continue to support the
same push as in the stand-alone Sand-
ers Senate bill, we need to vote for
both amendments. If Members want to
continue to support their position, if
they voted for the Sanders budget
amendment a few months ago—and a
strong majority of this body did—they
need to vote for both amendments. If
they want to support the position of
the House which, in a bipartisan way,
supported exactly the same language
as contained in my amendment
through an amendment in the Banking
Committee, a strong bipartisan vote,
they need to support both amend-
ments. Supporting one, walking on the
other, is not good enough and will sure-
1y be recognized as not good enough.

I urge all my colleagues to support
both amendments, to have full open-
ness and accountability and trans-
parency, with all the protections in-
cluded against politicizing individual
Fed decisions.

In many ways, I think it comes down
to this one quote by Alan Greenspan
from 2004:

We run the risk, by laying out the pros and
cons of a particular argument, of inducing
people to join in on the debate, and in this
regard, it is possible to lose control of a
process that only we fully understand.

Imagine, Congress, the American
people joining in on the debate. God
forbid. Imagine the moneyed elites los-
ing complete control of the process.
God forbid. If Members share that Alan
Greenspan view of democracy, vote
against my amendment. But if they
share a very different view, which I be-
lieve is embodied in this institution
and our Constitution, please support
both the Sanders and Vitter amend-
ments.

I yield my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time? The Senator from Con-
necticut.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I believe
there is no more time. Has the time ex-
pired for the Senator from Louisiana?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana has consumed his
time. The Senator from Alabama has
4% minutes.

Mr. DODD. We are prepared to yield
back time on our side. I gather the
Senator from Alabama is prepared to
yield back his time.

I ask for the yeas and nays on the
Sanders amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

Mr. DODD. I yield back all our time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
is yielded back.
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The question is on agreeing to
amendment No. 3738, as modified.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. BINGA-
MAN) and the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. BYRD) are necessarily ab-
sent.

I further announce that, if present
and voting, the Senator from New Mex-
ico (Mr. BINGAMAN) would vote ‘‘yea.”’

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are
necessarily absent: the Senator from
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) and the Sen-
ator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 96,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 137 Leg.]

YEAS—96

Akaka Ensign McConnell
Alexander Enzi Menendez
Barrasso Feingold Merkley
Baucus Feinstein Mikulski
Bayh Franken Murray
Begich Gillibrand Nelson (NE)
Bennet Graham Nelson (FL)
Bennett Grassley Pryor
Bond Gregg Reed
Boxer Hagan Reid
Brown (MA) Harkin Risch
Brown (OH) Hatch Roberts
Brownback Hutchison Rockefeller
Bunning Inouye Sanders
Burr Isakson Schumer
Burris Johanns Sessions
Cantwell Johnson Shaheen
Cardin Kaufman Shelby
Carper Kerry Snowe
Casey Klobuchar Specter
Chambliss Kohl Stabenow
Coburn Kyl Tester
Cochran Landrieu Thune
Collins Lautenberg Udall (CO)
Conrad Leahy Udall (NM)
Corker LeMieux Vitter
Cornyn Levin Voinovich
Crapo Lieberman Warner
DeMint Lincoln Webb
Dodd Lugar Whitehouse
Dorgan McCain Wicker
Durbin McCaskill Wyden

NOT VOTING—4
Bingaman Inhofe
Byrd Murkowski

The amendment (No. 3738), as modi-
fied, was agreed to.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3760

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is on
agreeing to amendment No. 3760.

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second? There is a sufficient
second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr. BYRD)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 37,
nays 62, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 138 Leg.]

YEAS—37
Barrasso Ensign Risch
Brownback Enzi Roberts
Bunning Feingold Sanders
Burr Graham Sessions
Cantwell Grassley Shelby
Chambliss Hatch Snowe
gobﬁrn i{lﬂ;cfhmon Thune

ochran nhofe ;
Collins Isakson Vitter
X Webb

Cornyn LeMieux X

N Wicker
Crapo Lincoln
DeMint McCain Wyden
Dorgan Murkowski

NAYS—62
Akaka Franken Menendez
Alexander Gillibrand Merkley
Baucus Gregg Mikulski
Bayh Hagan Murray
Begich Harkin Nelson (NE)
Bennet Inouye Nelson (FL)
Bennett Johanns Pryor
Bingaman Johnson Reed
Bond Kaufman Rei

eid
Boxer Kerry Rockefeller
Brown (MA) Klobuchar
Brown (OH) Kohl Schumer
Burris Kyl Shaheen
Cardin Landrieu Specter
Carper Lautenberg Stabenow
Casey Leahy Tester
Conrad Levin Udall (CO)
Corker Lieberman Udall (NM)
Dodd Lugar Voinovich
Durbin McCaskill Warner
Feinstein McConnell Whitehouse
NOT VOTING—1
Byrd
The amendment (No. 3760) was re-

jected.

Mr. DODD. I move to reconsider the
vote, and I move to lay that motion on
the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I support
Senator SANDERS’ amendment No. 3738
regarding Federal Reserve trans-
parency. As a cosponsor of S. 604, the
Federal Reserve Sunshine Act of 2009,
my support for these efforts is clear.
American taxpayers have a right to
know how, where, and when their
money is spent or put at risk. For too
long, they have put up with secrecy
and arrogance. That has to stop, and
that is why I would have voted for Sen-
ator SANDERS’ amendment had I been
able to do so and why I voted for Sen-
ator VITTER’s amendment when I ar-
rived in Washington. My travel was de-
tained due to severe weather and tor-
nadoes affecting Oklahoma yesterday.

Mr. DODD. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, before we
recess, let me say that the next amend-
ment up is the McCain amendment,
and while we don’t have an agreement
yet, I am hopeful one will be agreed to
right after we come back after the re-
spective caucus luncheons at 2:15 p.m.

I am urging Members, again, we are
trying to line up these amendments so
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we can have an afternoon full of
votes—a short debate on amendments
and then votes. I don’t want to hear
later people telling me, ‘I didn’t have
enough time,” when in fact we are try-
ing to provide time for people. You
can’t have it both ways. You can’t say
you needed more time and then not be
here or get the time agreements to
allow us to move forward.

With that, Mr. President, I yield the
floor.

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until the hour of 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:33 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. BEGICH).

——————

RESTORING AMERICAN FINANCIAL
STABILITY ACT OF 2010—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

AMENDMENT NO. 3839 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3739

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I call up
amendment No. 3839 and ask for its im-
mediate consideration and ask to set
aside pending amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN],
for himself, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. GREGG, Mr.
BENNETT, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CORKER, Mr. BURR,
Mrs. HUTCHISON, and Mr. ROBERTS, proposes
an amendment numbered 3839 to amendment
No. 3739.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in the RECORD of May 5, 2010, under
“Text of Amendments.”’)

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, before
we continue, I know the distinguished
chairman of the Banking Committee
and the manager of the bill want us to
move forward. I understand that. As we
speak, I am compiling a list of those
who want to speak on the amendment
on this side. I assure him we will try to
get a time agreement completed as
soon as possible. I ask my colleagues
on this side of the aisle who want to
speak on this amendment to call the
cloakroom so we can get that done.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Senators BURR, HUTCHISON,
and ROBERTS be added as cosponsors of
this amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I apolo-
gize to my colleagues for giving them
false information a couple of days ago.
It is not $125.9 billion that we are now
pouring into Fannie and Freddie; it is
up to $145 billion that is now being
poured in—$145 billion. I remind my
colleagues again that last Christmas
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Eve at 7 p.m. was when the Treasury
Department decided to 1lift the cap,
which had been at $400 billion. It is now
up—3$145 billion. Here we are addressing
financial regulatory reform and not
looking at $5 trillion of toxic assets
that have already spent $145 billion off
budget. It is off budget. Incredible.

My distinguished friend from Con-
necticut pointed out yesterday—he
says I want a little revisionist history.
He says the House financial committee
passed bipartisan legislation. It stalled
in the committee over here despite the
support for it. The Republican-con-
trolled committee then passed a bill
and never filed it, never brought it up
for a vote here on the floor of the Sen-
ate in 2005. That was my friend Senator
DoDD’s statement yesterday.

The fact is—a little revisionist his-
tory—on April 1, 2004, the Senate Bank-
ing Committee passed the bill, the Fed-
eral Housing Enterprise Regulatory
Reform Act. All 12 Republicans voted
for it. All Democrats, including the dis-
tinguished chairman, voted against it,
according to the RECORD. So neither
bill was taken on the floor because, as
we know, we don’t move forward with
legislation if it is blocked by the other
side.

Then Senator DoDD went on to say: I
became chairman of the Banking Com-
mittee in 2007. We arrived at 2008. We
had a significant number of hearings.
In the summer of 2008, the Banking
Committee passed a comprehensive
bill—et cetera, et cetera. The Housing
and Economic Recovery Act was fi-
nally enacted on July 30, 2008. Just 39
days later, Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac were placed into conservatorship.

I remind Senator DoDD that back in
2006, there was a group of us, in re-
sponse to an inspector general’s report,
who said we need to fix it and fix it
now, and that was blocked by the other
side.

Senator DoDD said: If you think the
market took a plunge last Thursday,
adopt the McCain amendment. It is a
reckless amendment.

What is reckless is the status quo.
What is reckless is to totally ignore $5
trillion in toxic assets, already $145 bil-
lion of the taxpayers’ money being
spent. It is reckless for us to go to the
American people and say we are fixing
the problem that caused the financial
meltdown and yet we are ignoring
Fannie and Freddie. We are ignoring
the trillions of dollars of toxic assets.
And don’t worry, we will address it
later on. That is what the distin-
guished chairman is going to say—we
will address this later on. Later on?
Later on? When we have this already
done? And it is not on budget. Remark-
able.

What the amendment says is that the
conservatorship has to end in 24
months. We will give them 2 years to
figure all this out. It is reckless, in my
view, to say we are not addressing
these trillions of dollars in toxic as-
sets, the hemorrhaging of $145 billion
already of taxpayers’ dollars, on which
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there is no expert who believes we will
ever see a return.

Finally, I would like to quote the
Wall Street Journal editorial of this
morning that says, ‘‘$145 Billion and
Counting. Fannie and Freddie lose it
all for you.”

The editorial says:

These efforts to support the Obama anti-
foreclosure program resulted in a doubling of
loan modifications compared to the pre-
vious—

Let me start from the beginning.

Fannie Mae yesterday announced its 11th
consecutive quarterly loss—$11.5 billion—and
asked for another $8.4 billion in taxpayer as-
sistance.

They lost that. They are asking for
$8.4 billion. That puts us well over $150
billion.

Fannie Mae is the Cal Ripken of bad real-
estate deals, reliably pouring taxpayer
money into the housing market. Granted,
Fannie faces tough competition from its
toxic twin, Freddie Mac, which last week an-
nounced its own request of another $10.6 bil-
lion from taxpayers.

Once the checks from the Treasury clear,
Fan and Fred will have consumed a com-
bined $145 billion in taxpayer cash, and the
end is nowhere in sight. Both companies
warned of further losses triggering more gov-
ernment assistance, which is now unlimited
after a 2009 Treasury decision.

The losses are unlimited because the com-
panies are now run by the government not to
make money, by deliberately subsidizing
housing. In yesterday’s press release, CEO
Mike Williams didn’t even pretend that he’s
running a profit-making business. ‘‘In the
first quarter, we continued to serve as a
leading source of liquidity to the mortgage
market, and we made solid progress in our
ongoing effort to keep people in their
homes,” he said. These efforts to support the
Obama anti-foreclosure program resulted in
a doubling of loan modifications compared to
the previous quarter.

Ramping up modifications makes perfect
sense in the upside-down world of Fannie
Mae. The company also announced that most
of the loans it modified in the first three
quarters of 2009 had gone delinquent again
within six months.

Does anyone get that? Most of the
loans that were modified—at the cost
of $100-and-some billion of taxpayers
money—have gone under again, have
gone delinquent again within 6 months.

The Wall Street Journal goes on:

Talk about an exciting business oppor-
tunity. In case anyone still hasn’t gotten the
joke, the company also clarified yesterday
that its directors ‘‘are not obligated to con-
sider the interests of the company’ unless
the government tells them to do so.

The real joke is that the Obama Adminis-
tration and Senator Chris Dodd have collabo-
rated on a financial regulatory reform bill
that includes no reform of Fan or Fred. Sen-
ators should rectify this embarrassment as
early as today by voting for John McCain’s
amendment to end this most costly of all
bailouts.

My question to the distinguished
chairman is, even if he doesn’t accept
any of the statements I made, is it true
that there are trillions of dollars in
toxic assets and, if so, what are we
going to do about it and when? If not
on this bill, where?

The cynicism out there amongst the
American people is at the highest level
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I have ever seen it in the many years I
have been privileged to serve. To go to
the American people and say we are
going to take measures which will pre-
vent another worldwide fiscal melt-
down and we are not going to address
trillions of dollars in toxic assets we
have already poured $145 billion into—
they lifted the cap on Christmas Eve at
7 p.m, so they think it is going to be in
excess of $400 billion over time, and
nothing in this piece of legislation,
nothing in it has anything to do with
Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac. Don’t be
surprised at the cynicism of the Amer-
ican people.

I want to tell the manager, because
he was not here, that I am trying to
get a list of speakers, get time agree-
ments and give him a time agreement
at least on this side as soon as possible.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

AMENDMENT NO. 3938 TO AMENDMENT NO. 3739

Mr. DODD. I see my colleagues here.
Let me say to my friend from Arizona,
what I am going to do is call up an
amendment that will be a side-by-side
arrangement. I will not ask for any
time on this, and I appreciate him get-
ting back so we can get a time certain.

I call up amendment No. 3938.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The clerk will report the
amendment.

The assistant editor of the Daily Di-
gest read as follows:

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. DoODD]
proposes an amendment numbered 3938 to
amendment No. 3739.

Mr. DODD. I ask unanimous consent
to dispense with the reading of the
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To require the Secretary of the

Treasury to conduct a study on ending the

conservatorship of Fannie Mae and Freddie

Mac, and reforming the housing finance

system)

On page 1455, after line 25, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 1077. DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
STUDY ON ENDING THE CON-
SERVATORSHIP OF FANNIE MAE,

FREDDIE MAC, AND REFORMING
THE HOUSING FINANCE SYSTEM.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Treasury shall conduct a study of and de-
velop recommendations regarding the op-
tions for ending the conservatorship of the
Federal National Mortgage Association (in
this section referred to as ‘‘Fannie Mae’’)
and the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Cor-
poration (in this section referred to as
“Freddie Mac’’), while minimizing the cost
to taxpayers, including such options as—

(A) the gradual wind-down and liquidation
of such entities;

(B) the privatization of such entities;

(C) the incorporation of the functions of
such entities into a Federal agency;

(D) the dissolution of Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac into smaller companies; or

(E) any other measures the Secretary de-
termines appropriate.

(2) ANALYSES.—The study required under
paragraph (1) shall include an analysis of—
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(A) the role of the Federal Government in
supporting a stable, well-functioning housing
finance system, and whether and to what ex-
tent the Federal Government should bear
risks in meeting Federal housing finance ob-
jectives;

(B) how the current structure of the hous-
ing finance system can be improved;

(C) how the housing finance system should
support the continued availability of mort-
gage credit to all segments of the market;

(D) how the housing finance system should
be structured to ensure that consumers con-
tinue to have access to 30-year, fixed rate,
pre-payable mortgages and other mortgage
products that have simple terms that can be
easily understood;

(E) the role of the Federal Housing Admin-
istration and the Department of Veterans
Affairs in a future housing system;

(F) the impact of reforms of the housing fi-
nance system on the financing of rental
housing;

(G) the impact of reforms of the housing fi-
nance system on secondary market liquidity;

(H) the role of standardization in the hous-
ing finance system;

(I) how housing finance systems in other
countries offer insights that can help inform
options for reform in the United States; and

(J) the options for transition to a reformed
housing finance system.

(b) REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS.—Not
later than January 31, 2011, the Secretary of
the Treasury shall submit the report and
recommendations required under subsection
(a) to the Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs of the Senate and the
Committee on Financial Services of the
House of Representatives.

Mr. DODD. I realize people want to
be heard, but I again urge my col-
leagues, if we can—every amendment
has great value. There are about 60
amendments. At some point we have to
draw the line, so I urge people to use as
little time as necessary—all the time
they think they need, but if we can get
to a point where we can vote up or
down on these two amendments, I
would appreciate it very much.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, first
of all, I thank the chairman for allow-
ing us to debate this amendment this
afternoon. I think this is one of the
most critical amendments that cer-
tainly we have talked about to date,
and moving forward, unless we address
the issue of the GSEs, as I am going to
talk about in a minute, I am not sure
we have accomplished anything in this
bill.

For all of the potential unintended
consequences in this financial regu-
latory restructuring package, at least
one will be entirely intentional—fail-
ing to address Freddie Mac and Fannie
Mae.

Despite the general theme of the in-
creased ‘‘overreaching” regulatory
power of this legislation, a glaring ex-
ample of something that was actually
left out is a substantive attempt to ad-
dress one of the most significant causes
of the financial crisis—reform of the
government sponsored eniterprises, or
GSEs, such as Freddie Mac and Fannie
Mae.

It has been highlighted from this
floor that recent market volatility and
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a faulty trading construct in our finan-
cial markets are illustrations that the
bill before us is needed now more than
ever. Specifically, the sudden signifi-
cant drop throughout certain ex-
changes last week has been pointed to
as evidence of the necessity for greater
regulation of our markets.

However, when news broke last week
that Freddie lost $8 billion in the first
quarter and would yet again be knock-
ing on the taxpayer’s door for a $10.6
billion bailout—another bailout after
both Fannie and Freddie had already
received $126 billion in taxpayer dol-
lars—I failed to hear calls for reform
from the other side.

And just today it was announced that
Fannie Mae will ask for another $8.4
billion after posting a loss of $11.5 bil-
lion for its first quarter. Shouldn’t
these entities’ repeated failures serve
as ample evidence that the future of
these ‘‘bailout behemoths’ must be ad-
dressed?

Apparently, this administration feels
differently, and has for some time. In
fact, while it was busy cutting back-
room deals over the health care bill
and making noise that a government
takeover of health care would reduce
the deficit, in the quiet of night on
Christmas Eve another deal was
made—only this one didn’t make it out
of the backroom.

At the eleventh hour, after the Sen-
ate had finished its vote that holiday
eve, the administration pledged to the
mortgage its current giants unlimited
financial, assistance—by lifting $400
billion cap on emergency aid without
even seeking congressional approval.

How can we have a serious conversa-
tion about overhauling our financial
regulatory structure, yet ignore two
entities that have exposed the tax-
payers to more than $5 trillion in risk
as of today. As the Wall Street Journal
put it recently, ‘‘Reforming the finan-
cial system without fixing Fannie and
Freddie is like declaring a war on ter-
ror and ignoring al Qaeda.”

Many have suggested that now is not
the time to restructure these giants;
that they will have to be addressed
later, indicating that due to the com-
prehensive nature of their needed re-
forms, any attempt to address the
problems of Freddie and Fannie here
would more than double the size of the
current financial regulatory reform
bill.

Where were these legislative ‘‘size
standards’ when this body was debat-
ing health care? That bill was more
than 2,000 pages long. Apparently,
while we can address too big to fail,
these government sinkholes have be-
come too big to legislate.

The fact is that the number of pages
in a bill is not the reason Freddie and
Fannie are ignored here. And it is not
for a lack of understanding the prob-
lem. There has been no shortage of
hearings on GSEs, in both the House
and Senate. The housing policies of
this and previous administrations have
chained the taxpayers to a self-perpet-
uating financial illness. Policies such
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as the Community Reinvestment Act,
or CRA, which forces banks to make
loans to otherwise unqualified bor-
rowers set the stage for Fannie and
Freddie to buy up these bad loans on
the secondary mortgage market.

Such backward policies exacerbated
the causes of the financial crises. Why
would a bank not make these loans
knowing they could turn around and
sell them to the government? Espe-
cially when regulators were encour-
aging such practices? As a result,
Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac and the Fed-
eral Housing Administration, or more
specifically, the taxpayer, now own or
guarantee about half of all outstanding
residential mortgages.

It is time we address this enormous
problem, the McCain amendment does
that and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, in def-
erence to the chairman, I will be brief.
But I come because I feel compelled
today because of the two amendments
this body will be dealing with: one is
the McCain amendment and another
amendment later in the day dealing
with underwriting. So I will save the
remarks on that for when those amend-
ments are pending.

I agree with Senator CHAMBLISS, and
I commend Senator MCCAIN. I come
from a lifetime in the real estate busi-
ness. So what I talk about, I do under-
stand its cause and effect in the mar-
ketplace. We cannot have responsible
reform of financial services and leave
out Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae.

One of the reasons that, along with
Senator CONRAD, I created the Finan-
cial Markets Crisis Commission—which
is now meeting, by the way, and will
report back at the end of December—is
I knew there were pervasive and redun-
dant failures in the system that
brought about what became a cata-
clysmic collapse.

I understand the chairman has been
under great pressure to bring this leg-
islation forward, and I have great re-
spect for the chairman and appreciate
his work. I wish we had waited until
the Financial Markets Crisis Commis-
sion reported, but we have not. So let
me just for a second address Freddie
and Fannie and the McCain amend-
ment.

Freddie and Fannie filled the void
the savings and loans created when
they failed in the late 1980s. There are
a lot of people who will hear this
speech who will remember savings and
loan days. Those were when savings
and loans associations were chartered
to make home loans. With the excep-
tion of FHA and VA, they basically
made them all. There were a few play-
ers but not too many.

Those entities, by the way, those sav-
ings and loans, had 100 percent risk re-
tention of every loan they made be-
cause their depositors put in money for
the sole purpose of getting a preferred
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rate of interest and for mortgage loans
to be made to generate the income. But
they went under. They went under be-
cause of a lot of factors. One was the
Federal Government changing in mid-
stream the rules under which they op-
erated which caused them to collapse.

Freddie and Fannie immediately
filled that void. They did a great job
for a long period of time by creating a
secondary market for capital to be
formed, put into mortgages, the mort-
gage be securitized, and the securities
traded. It worked for a long time.

It worked, quite frankly, until a cou-
ple of things happened. One, until the
government all of a sudden told Fannie
it started having to own a certain per-
centage of what it called ‘‘affordable
loans,”” which later became known as
subprime loans. In fact, Fannie Mae be-
came the purchaser of record for the
first subprime securities that were cre-
ated to meet the congressional man-
date to end up having these affordable
loans, which made a market for those
securities which subsequently were
sold around the world.

So I wanted to commend the Senator
from Arizona. What he brings before us
is important. I do not know how we can
leave Freddie and Fannie out and talk
about real financial services reform in
the United States of America. If any-
thing, they need to be a critical part of
it.

I recognize this legislation portends
there will be a 2-year wind-down unless
they improve. Then there will be a liq-
uidation at some point in time. But let
me tell you what is going to happen if
nothing happens. At some point in
time, Freddie and Fannie will have to
be liquidated and a new entity will
have to be created that will fill the
void when that liquidation takes place.
We are going to have the mortgage
money in this country one way or an-
other because America would not be
America without it.

But we cannot tend to have a black
hole and an entity that can be used for
political purposes, or was used for po-
litical purposes, to create a market for
securities that ultimately fails and
breaks down the financial market.

I commend the Senator from Ari-
zona. I associate myself with the re-
marks of the other Senator from Geor-
gia. I thank the distinguished Banking
Committee chairman for his time.

I yield back my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire.

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I wish to
rise also and first I want to associate
myself with the words from the Sen-
ator from Georgia. He is absolutely
correct in his history of how Freddie
and Fannie got started and what their
purpose was and the fact that they are
a great idea that went wrong, unfortu-
nately—or went ‘‘awry’ would be a bet-
ter term, not wrong. The concept re-
mains a good idea.

I rise to support Senator MCCAIN’s
proposal because what he is suggesting
is a way out of a very deep and dark
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hole of debt for our Nation and our
American taxpayers, which is being
generated by the legacy and the
present activities of Freddie Mac and
Fannie Mae.

Part of this amendment in which I
played a role primarily is the issue of
bringing on-budget and, therefore, into
the light of day just how much the
American taxpayers owe as a result of
the situation that has occurred in
those two businesses. It is estimated
that the American taxpayer will end up
picking up somewhere around $400 to
$500 billion in costs as a result of the
activities of Freddie and Fannie.

As far as the American taxpayer
knows, this will be something that
comes out of the sky. I mean, nobody is
aware of it. Nobody is thinking about
it. Nobody is talking about it. But
these are actual debts that are going to
get put on our books and which will af-
fect our credit worthiness as a nation
and which all Americans will have to
pay back.

Why is this going to happen? It is
going to happen because during the
halcyon days of taking on debt, or tak-
ing on obligations in the area of mort-
gages which were not properly under-
written—and there will be a later
amendment by Senator CORKER which I
will support in the area of under-
writing—but which were not properly
underwritten and which were
securitized and basically insured, for
all intents and purposes, by Freddie
and Fannie, we ended up with a situa-
tion where they own a lot of paper
which does not have the value it is sup-
posed to have and which is not being
paid back at the rate at which it was
supposed to be paid back.

Unfortunately, there was a tacit un-
derstanding that grew up in the mar-
kets that the American taxpayer was
going to stand behind that paper. It
was never explicit, but it became tacit,
and people expected that. Then when
the actual event occurred, as these de-
faults started to accelerate, it became
real and the American taxpayer is now
having to stand behind all of this debt.

It is certainly going to come as a
shock to most Americans that they
owe approximately $% trillion—$%% tril-
lion—because of very bad decisions
that were made by a group of people
who were underwriting and basically
securitizing these loans.

Why did that happen? Well, there will
be a lot of recrimination on this sub-
ject. But the basic reason was that the
Congress decided that Americans
should own houses whether they could
afford the houses or whether the
houses sustained the value of their
loans, Americans should be able to go
out and buy houses. So a lot of houses
were sold which did not have the un-
derlying value necessary to support the
loans which were made on them, and
which the person who bought the house
and took out the mortgage did not
have the income over the extended pe-
riod of time of that loan to pay it back.
Everybody knew it at the time the
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house was bought. Everybody knew it
at the time the mortgage was made.
But they figured: Well, appreciation
will always occur in real estate prices.
So that will not bother us with the
value of the house. Well, maybe this
person who got the loan for the house,
maybe their income will increase, or
when the reset day occurs on that
mortgage they will be able to take care
of it in some way.

So nobody faced up to the problem at
the time, and literally millions, mil-
lions of homes were purchased under
that basic scenario. That is what
caused the implosion, basically, of our
financial markets back in late 2008, and
Freddie and Fannie are a large part of
that implosion. But a lot of the initia-
tive for that came from the Congress,
basically asserting that people should
be able to get those types of loans, and
pushing Freddie and Fannie from using
what had been very standard and tradi-
tional underwriting standards in the
1990s into much more aggressive stand-
ards as they moved into the early 2000
period.

As a result, we had this proliferation
of loans which simply did not have the
underlying value and did not have the
capacity to be repaid. They were all
securitized by Freddie and Fannie. So
now the American taxpayer ends up
with this huge bill.

I think we have an obligation as a
Congress to at least be honest with the
American taxpayer on this and tell
them this is how big the bill is. And it
is huge. It is huge.

So this bill is now hidden in the
drawer under the Federal accounting
system where we do not even acknowl-
edge that it exists under the Federal
budget, even though we know we owe
it, even though we know it is going to
be put on the books of the Federal Gov-
ernment, even though we know the
American taxpayer is going to have to
end up picking this up in the long run.
We do not even acknowledge it. It is
stuck in some drawer somewhere in
Washington.

Well, that should not happen any
longer. We just had an amendment
about transparency with the Federal
Reserve. Everybody voted for it. Every-
body voted for the transparency
amendment on the Federal Reserve.
This is the transparency amendment
on Freddie and Fannie. This amend-
ment will tell the American taxpayer
just how much they really do owe. It
will bring on-budget the issue of the
debts of these two corporations, which
are now the obligations of the Federal
Government and therefore the Amer-
ican taxpayer. Absolutely last to be
done.

I thank the Senator from Arizona for
including in his amendment this lan-
guage which brings this on-budget the
way it should be. It opens the light of
day so that the American taxpayer can
understand just how much risk has
been piled on their backs, how much
debt has been piled on their backs as a
result of the irresponsible activity,
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which in large part was initiated by
this Congress over the years, forcing
out loans and pushing a public policy
that these loans should be made.

Secondly, I congratulate the Senator
from Arizona for bringing forward an
idea, a proposal for how we unwind this
situation and how we get out of this
situation by putting us on a path, a
path toward Dbasically decoupling
Freddie and Fannie from the American
taxpayer, having those two organiza-
tions no longer be dependent on the
American taxpayer and having the
American taxpayer no longer having to
pick up the debts of mistakes made by
those two corporations, even when
those mistakes were caused, to some
significant degree, by the Congress
taking actions which were inappro-
priate—or which were bad policy, not
necessarily inappropriate, but defi-
nitely bad policy.

So I congratulate the Senator from
Arizona. I think this is a good amend-
ment. As has been said, how can we
take up financial reform if we do not
take up the single biggest entity, the
single biggest two entities, when com-
bined the single biggest entity, that af-
fects the financial markets relative to
real estate lending in this country,
which is what caused the downturn and
the crisis at the end of 2008.

We cannot do it. We cannot claim we
have done financial reform if we do not
take on and address this issue. I under-
stand that the administration said:
Well, we will do it next year. Well, we
do not have time. It needs to be done
now. We need to address this now. It is
a critical issue, and it is at the essence
of whether we can get our house right
and our ducks in the correct order rel-
ative to financial reform.

If we do not straighten out Freddie
and Fannie and its relationship to the
Federal Government, and specifically
its relationship to the American tax-
payer, we really have not done any-
thing to solve the long-term problems
of how we get our fiscal house in order
because that issue of how to make real
estate loans in this country is at the
essence of how we correct the financial
structure of this country.

This amendment, coupled with the
amendment that is coming from Sen-
ator CORKER on the issue of under-
writing, are the two key amendments
to this bill which address the two ele-
ments which are not addressed but
which have to be addressed if we are
going to have effective, comprehensive,
lasting, and meaningful reform.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, for the
information of the manager, I have the
following speakers: Senator COBURN for
10 minutes, Senator DEMINT for 10 min-
utes, Senator THUNE for 10 minutes. I
have not been able to nail down Sen-
ator SHELBY as to how much time he
will take. I would like to sum up for 5
minutes. There will be no more speak-
ers on my side other than those.
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Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I can’t do
the math that fast. I don’t know what
that amounted to, but if we add 15 min-
utes for myself—why don’t I ask for 20
and then I will yield back. I will take
maybe 10. I don’t have any requests for
speakers at this time, but I may want
to leave space in case others may want
to be heard. If we could calculate what
the time is, find out about Senator
SHELBY, and then lock down the time.
I don’t need any additional time for a
side-by-side. I will use 15 minutes. As
soon as we get a number on that, we
will let our colleagues know.

I thank my colleague from Arizona.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I wish
to spend a few minutes kind of general
talking. I wish to give an example be-
cause this is a very big bill with a lot
of hard work by the Banking Com-
mittee and their staffs. I want Mem-
bers to compare this bill to a loved one
who gets pneumonia. They go to the
doctor and they have a cough and a
fever and chills. They feel terrible.
Think about it. If you would take your
loved one to the doctor and the answer
you would get is: I think I can take
care of that. I can give you something
for the cough that will suppress the
cough and I will give you something to
take care of the fever and I will give
you a little something to take care of
the pain in your chest. You go on
home. You come back if you don’t get
better. Of course, 2 days later your
loved one ends up in the hospital with
raging, now bilateral pneumonia and
sepsis, bacteria in the blood. This bill
is kind of like that. It is kind of like a
doctor treating symptoms instead of
the real disease.

The real disease was Congress. The
real disease was poor underwriting
standards, actually no underwriting
standards. The real disease was Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac, and the real dis-
ease was the rating agencies that
haven’t been controlled effectively by
this proposed legislation. This legisla-
tion does nothing for the real disease.
It treats a lot of symptoms. It grows
government gigantically. It will create
more bureaucrats and rules than we
can shake a stick at. But it does not fix
the underlying problem.

When people dispute that, ask the
following question: If you are at home,
working and paying your mortgage,
guess what. The reason we are not fix-
ing Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac is so
you can continue to pay more taxes so
Freddie Mac can solve those mortgage
problems through your tax dollars and
other people not being responsible for
theirs.

That is what is going on here. That is
why you are going to see $500 billion in
additional losses with Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac, because we are going to
get them to keep going until we have
satisfied all this, not doing the hard
work, not recognizing that we are actu-
ally going to need $5 or $600 billion
more in taxes or we are going to bor-
row that to take care of this problem.
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So everybody who is out there today
who is working hard, paying the mort-
gage, and keeping up is going to get to
pay extra because we are not going to
fix Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac in this
bill.

That is why this amendment is so
important. We decided in this country
a long time ago that we were going to
set forth a policy to help people own
homes, except we overdid it. We cre-
ated incentives that would bring out
the worst nature in people. If you don’t
believe that, look at Long Beach Mort-
gage, where 90 percent of the mort-
gages they wrote prior to them folding
were totally fraudulent. Where was the
oversight? There wasn’t any—the Of-
fice of Thrift Supervision, but we
didn’t oversee the Office of Thrift Su-
pervision. We created the symptom and
a set of incentives and now we want to
leave them right there.

This underlying bill does not address
the three main diseases that caused the
problems we have. Congress genuflects
and redirects any criticism from us to
the greedy banks or the greedy loan
originators, but they never say any-
thing about us not doing oversight.
They never say anything about us not
reforming Fannie and Freddie when we
knew what was coming in terms of
their losses and also the financial dif-
ficulties they had. We have a bill that
doesn’t fix it—a lot of hard work, a lot
of good intentions, but it doesn’t fix
the core problems so they will not
occur in the future.

As the Senator from New Hampshire
said, if you combine strong under-
writing standards and transparency as-
sociated with limiting the loss the
American taxpayer is going to take on
with Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, you
will do something. But the way the bill
is now, we will have created big theat-
rics. Everybody will shake hands and
holler and dance around when the bill
passes, except the dirty little story will
be that we didn’t fix the real disease.
When that loved one in ICU with dou-
ble pneumonia and sepsis dies, we go
after the person who didn’t fix it, who
should have fixed it, who had the
knowledge to fix it, and we say: You
are liable.

Well, we are liable. We ought to be
fixing this. The very fact is we are not.

The McCain amendment is a com-
monsense amendment. I understand
the reservations. They don’t want an-
other $400 billion of recognized debt.
They don’t want to account for the
losses that are continuing to flow, $20
billion so far in the first quarter of this
year, out of those two institutions. The
Senator from New Hampshire way un-
derestimated the cost to the American
taxpayer and what it will ultimately be
by not fixing this.

My appeal to the chairman of the
committee is to seriously look, give us
good answers on why we are not fixing
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. What are
the real reasons we are not fixing that?
What are the real reasons we are not
creating strong, transparent under-
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writing standards so the problem
doesn’t occur in the future? What is
the real reason? What is the real rea-
son we don’t hold accountable the rat-
ing agencies and take away the conflict
of interest thoroughly—not partially
but thoroughly—from the rating agen-
cies?

The rating agencies are supposed to
be a check. Had they been doing their
jobs, we wouldn’t have had all these se-
curities sold that were worthless or
were nonperforming. But they don’t do
their job. We didn’t do our job. Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac didn’t do their
job. Yet we are not going to address
the core issues that created the setup
and framework we are now experi-
encing as an economy. To me, that cre-
ates a tremendous amount of liability
on our part. We ought to have to be in
explanation of every ounce of our being
on why we don’t fix the real disease
that caused this problem.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, let me
speak for 5 minutes. I ask the Chair to
inform me when I have done so.

First, let me notify my colleagues,
we don’t have a time agreement yet,
but I hope we will shortly on the
McCain amendment and the amend-
ment I will offer as a side-by-side on
this issue.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD letters from the
National Association of Home Builders
and the National Association of REAL-
TORS, both of which oppose the
McCain amendment.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF
HOME BUILDERS,
Washington, DC., May 6, 2010.
Hon. JOHN MCCAIN,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR JOHN MCCAIN: On behalf of
the 175,000 members of the National Associa-
tion of Home Builders (NAHB), I am writing
to express our strong concerns with an
amendment offered by Senator John McCain
(R-AZ) dealing with the future of the hous-
ing Government Sponsored Enterprises
(GSEs), Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac.

Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac have been,
and remain, critical components of the U.S.
housing finance system. NAHB is working
with Congress to craft a thoughtful approach
to the future of these institutions, as well as
the future of the housing finance system
itself. However, we remain concerned about
how to get from the current structure to a
future arrangement without undermining
ongoing financial rescue efforts and dis-
rupting the operation of the overall housing
finance system. Any changes should be un-
dertaken with extreme care and with suffi-
cient time to ensure that U.S. home buyers
and renters are not placed in harm’s way,
and that the mortgage funding and delivery
system operate efficiently and effectively as
a new system is put in place.

NAHB is concerned that the provisions in
the McCain amendment, if the GSEs are
deemed viable, dealing with portfolio limita-
tions, loan limit repeals and escalating man-
datory down payments would greatly limit
the GSEs’ ability to participate in the sec-
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ondary housing market and lead the housing
market into recovery. Moreover, NAHB is
concerned that the McCain amendment
could effectively end the current housing fi-
nance delivery system without offering a
thoughtful replacement.

Again, NAHB has strong concerns with the
impact the McCain amendment would have
on the current housing finance system, and
urges the Senate to address the future of
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac in a thoughtful
and deliberative manner.

Best regards,
JOSEPH STANTON,
Senior Vice President and Chief Lobbyist,
Government Affairs
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF
REALTORS,
Washington, DC, May 6, 2010.
U.S. SENATE,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR: On behalf of more than 1.1
million members of the National Association
of REALTORS® (NAR) involved in residen-
tial and commercial real estate as brokers,
sales people, property managers, appraisers,
counselors, and others engaged in all aspects
of the real estate industry, I respectfully re-
quest that you oppose the Corker-Gregg-
Isakson (#3834) and the McCain-Shelby-Gregg
(#3839) amendments to S. 3217, the Restoring
American Financial Stability Act of 2010.

CORKER-GREGG-ISAKSON AMENDMENT

The Corker-Gregg-Isakson (#3834) amend-
ment replaces the risk retention provisions
of S. 3217, Title VII, Subtitle D, (b) Credit
Risk Retentions—with a study on the feasi-
bility of risk retention requirements for fi-
nancial institutions and implements residen-
tial mortgage underwriting standards that
include a mandatory 5% down payment for
all mortgages. As our nation continues to re-
cover from the worst economic downturn
since the Great Depression, REALTORS® are
cognizant that lax underwriting standards
brought us to this point, and must be cur-
tailed. However, we caution that swinging
the pendulum too far in the opposite direc-
tion may reverse our fragile recovery.

Based on data from NAR’s 2009 Profile of
Home Buyers and Sellers, 11% of all home
purchasers surveyed had downpayments of
5% or less. When considering only first-time
homebuyers, the percentage utilizing a
downpayment below 5% increase to 18%. Im-
proving underwriting to ensure that the con-
sumer has the ability to repay their obliga-
tion is in the best interest of everyone, but
eliminating the possibility for some credit-
worthy consumers to buy a home will have
significant detrimental ramifications for
American families, the housing sector an
those businesses that support it.

MCCAIN-SHELBY-GREGG AMENDMENT

The McCain-Shelby-Gregg (#3839) amend-
ment, which creates Title XII to S. 3217,
places Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac on the
fast track to dissolution. REALTORS® be-
lieve that reform of these institutions that
have played a pivotal role in the evolution of
the U.S. housing market is necessary; how-
ever now is not the time for drastic action,
especially considering their current role in
stabilizing the housing market, and that the
McCain-Shelby-Gregg amendment does not
offer a replacement to fill the enormous gap
that the shuttered GSEs will leave.

As NAR mentioned in our testimony before
the House Financial Services Committee,
March 23rd, 2010, on the ‘‘Future of the Hous-
ing Finance”, the transition of these organi-
zations to their new form must be conducted
in a fashion that is the least disruptive to
the marketplace and ensures mortgage cap-
ital continues to flow to all markets in all
market conditions. The establishment of ag-
gressive timetables for the GSEs to return to
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profitability, prior to the full recovery of our
nation’s economy and housing market, pre-
disposes them to failure, and will cause sig-
nificant angst for homebuyers and the na-
tion’s housing markets.

Furthermore, the requirements that this
amendment places on Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac, when they become viable, will
effectively prohibit them from participating

in the secondary mortgage market.
First, the aggressive reduction of their

portfolio will prevent them from being an ef-
fective buffer during future economic
downturns. A key element of NAR’s rec-
ommendation for the restructure of the
GSEs is that their portfolios should only be
large enough to support their business needs
and ensure a stable supply of mortgage cap-
ital when necessary because of insufficient
private investment. The requirements estab-
lished in this amendment would thwart the
GSEs’ ability to be an effective buffer.
Second, the amendment repeals all in-
creases to loan limits, both permanent and
temporary. The loan limits would return to:
$417,000. Moreover, the GSEs would be pro-
hibited from purchasing homes that had
prices over the median-home price, for prop-
erties of the same size, for the area in which
the property was purchased. This would re-
duce loan limits to less than $100,000 in some

areas, less than half the current FHA floor.
NAR advocated for the increase of the loan

limits for high cost areas and is actively ad-
vocating that the current limits be made
permanent in order to ensure that credit-
worthy homebuyers have access to affordable
capital. The housing market remains fragile,
and private capital has not returned to ei-
ther the mortgage or MBS markets to the
extent that is needed to support the housing
industry. Reducing the GSEs’ loan limits to
the suggested levels will significantly limit
the ability of homebuyers to obtain mort-
gage funding throughout the country, and
damage the business sectors supported by

mortgage finance.
Third, the amendment establishes an esca-

lating mandatory down payment percentage
that REALTORS® believe unfairly and un-
necessarily denies the opportunity to many
families who have the potential to succeed as
homeowners. Beginning 1-year after the 24-
month assessment period, the minimum
down payment requirement will be 5%. 2-
years out, the downpayment will be 7.5%.
After three years, the downpayment will be
10% for conventional-conforming loans.

The removal of flexible downpayment op-
tions will significantly reduce the ability of
creditworthy consumers to purchase a home.
As mentioned with regard to the Corker-
Gregg-Isakson amendment, a 5% downpay-
ment requirement excludes 11% of all cur-
rent homebuyers and 18% of all current first-
time homebuyers, based on NAR’s most re-
cent homebuyers survey. Increasing the
downpayment requirement to 10% would ex-
clude nearly 25% of all current creditworthy
borrowers, and up to 37% of current credit-
worthy first-time homebuyers. Underwriting
standards have already been corrected and
loans are only available for borrowers who
can afford them. There is no reason to over-
correct by imposing higher downpayment re-

quirements.
As we have seen, without the GSEs, the

current crisis would have been even more
catastrophic for the housing market and the
overall economy, as virtually no activity
would have occurred within the housing sec-
tor because little private capital would have
been available. REALTORS® support reform-
ing our housing finance system, and the
GSEs. However, taking a measured approach
is critical to ensuring that our economic re-
covery remains viable.

I appreciate the opportunity to share with
you the views of more than 1.1 million real
estate practitioners and respectfully request
that you oppose the McCain-Shelby-Gregg
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(#3839) and the Corker-Gregg-Isakson (#3834)
amendments to S. 3217, the Restoring Amer-
ican Financial Stability Act of 2010.
Sincerely,
VIcKI CoX GOLDER, CRB,
2010 President,
National Association
of Realtors®.

Mr. DODD. I say this with all due re-
spect, but the McCain amendment says
that in 24 months we get rid of Fannie
and Freddie. I don’t call that reform.
They are just getting rid of something.
What are the implications of just get-
ting rid of Fannie and Freddie? The
fact is, Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac,
at this juncture, account for 96.5 per-
cent of all funding for all mortgages
today. The amendment could under-
mine the supply without establishing
any alternative, and there is no alter-
native. It just says in 24 months you
get rid of Fannie and Freddie. That is
a wonderful conclusion, except for the
fact that what you get for that—and I
don’t make up these numbers—is high-
er interest rates on mortgages, declin-
ing values in properties, the possibility
of eliminating the 30-year fixed rate
mortgage, which only exists because,
frankly, we have had the Fannie Mae
and Freddie Mac mortgage program.

This program needs to be fixed. There
is no question about it. We need an al-
ternative housing financing system.
That is without question. But this
amendment doesn’t offer any. It just
says get rid of the one we have.

As the letter from the National Asso-
ciation of REALTORS reads:

[It] places Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac on
a fast track to dissolution. REALTORS be-
lieve that reform of these institutions, that
have played a pivotal role in the evolution of
the U.S. housing market, is necessary; how-
ever, now is not the time for drastic action.
Especially, considering the current role in
stabilizing the housing market. [The
McCain] amendment does not offer a replace-
ment to fill the enormous gap that the shut-
tered GSEs will leave.

That is what we are being asked to
do. In the letter from the National As-
sociation of Home Builders, they write:

Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac have been,
and remain, critical components of the U.S.
housing finance system. However, we remain
concerned about how to get from the current
structure to a future arrangement without
undermining ongoing financial rescue efforts
and disrupting the operation of the overall
housing financing system. Any changes
should be undertaken with extreme care and
with sufficient time to ensure that U.S.
home buyers and renters are not placed in
harm’s way, and that the mortgage funding
and delivery system operate efficiently and
effectively as a new system is put in place.

We have to do this carefully. It was
the housing problems that got us into
this mess. It was not Fannie and
Freddie. It was this notion of a deregu-
lated environment that occurred. All
the problems emerged in the unregu-
lated sector—unregulated brokers, un-
regulated mortgage companies. They
were luring people into mortgages they
could not afford, with no documenta-
tion, no background checks whatso-
ever. That is the genesis of this whole
issue. Read a new book, ‘“The Big
Short,” if you want a good read about
the genesis of this problem. I should
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not be in the business of promoting
books, but that book will lay out what
happened. Fannie and Freddie contrib-
uted to the problem further out, but
the problem began in a totally unregu-
lated environment, an unregulated en-
vironment that was promoted by the
Chairman of the Federal Reserve and
his advocates and supporters over the
years. That is the origin of the mess
that got us into this. Today there is no
backup. If 96.5 percent of mortgages are
backed by these two institutions right
now, what replaces it? There isn’t any
with this amendment. We are left in a
free fall. Who gets hurt? Average
Americans. Clearly, we have to step up.
Our amendment that we will offer as a
substitute demands within 6 months a
plan be laid out. There are a lot of dif-
ferent ideas on how to do it. We have
had a lot of hearings and discussions on
what ought to replace the present
housing financing system. But I don’t
know of anyone who has come to one
single conclusion on what the best al-
ternative is. Some have advocated a
public utility concept. That has very
attractive features to it and is one I
would be inclined to be supportive of.
There are other ideas on how to do
this, but to just eliminate it alto-
gether, without an alternative, at a
time when we are just beginning to get
back on our feet, housing values are be-
ginning to creep up, housing sales are
beginning to move forward?

Again, if we leave this sector of the
economy with the kind of disruption
created by this amendment, then we
could fall right back into a recession.
We have lost 8.5 million jobs, 7 million
homes have been lost, 4 million homes
today are underwater in the United
States, and 250,000 have been seized in
the first 3 months of this year. If we
want to contribute to that, if that is
what our goal is in this bill, to decide
on a whim and offering an amendment
just to strike these two entities that
exist with all their problems, that this
is the way to deal with the housing
problem, it would be a drastic mistake
to make, having an amendment such as
this be adopted. That is the reason I
feel strongly about it. That does not, in
any way, take a backseat to the notion
we have to come up with an alternative
housing financing system. That is ab-
solutely certain. This amendment does
not do that. It just gets rid of the
present one without replacing it with
anything. That is not the way to en-
gage in the kind of reform that is need-
ed.

I think my 5 minutes have expired.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, before I
yield to Senator THUNE, in response to
Senator DoDD’s statement, I am incred-
ulous that we would somehow believe
Fannie and Freddie were not among
the prime reasons for this financial
meltdown.

Peter Wallison, who is a fellow in fi-
nancial policy studies at the American
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Enterprise Institute and is a leading
expert on banking and securities regu-
lation, has written extensively about
this issue and says:

The roots of the financial crisis date back
to 1993, when Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac—

With the encouragement, by the way,
of Members of Congress, including the
passage of the Community Reinvest-
ment Act, which basically forced peo-
ple to give home loan mortgages to
people who could never pay them
back—he goes on to say—
began stocking up on subprime mortgage as-
sets and other risky loans while reporting
them as prime. The agencies’ conflict of in-
terest between lending to low-income bor-
rowers and minimizing risk-taking activity
may be to blame for their behavior, however,
it is certain that the government’s failure to
properly regulate the enterprises has created
one of the worst policy disasters in history.

On Christmas Eve, when most Americans’
minds were on other things, the Treasury
Department announced it was removing the
$400 billion cap from what the administra-
tion believes will be necessary to Kkeep
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac solvent. This
action confirms that the decade-long con-
gressional failure to more closely regulate
these two government-sponsored enterprises
(GSEs) will rank for U.S. taxpayers as one of
the worst policy disasters in our history.

That is the view of most economists.
How in the world someone as knowl-
edgeable as the distinguished chairman
of the committee does not recognize
this is one of the prime reasons for the
failure, this is one of the prime reasons
why 48 percent of the homes in Arizona
are underwater, where people are
throwing keys in the middle of the liv-
ing room floor because they cannot af-
ford to make the payments.

The enablers were Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac—the enablers of all this.
Time after time, this Congress—this
Congress—put pressure on them to in-
crease their home loan mortgages to
people who could never afford to pay
their mortgages. We know that is the
cause of it, and how the Senator from
Connecticut can somehow allege that
Fannie and Freddie were not—as Mr.
Wallison says, the ‘‘action confirms
that the decade-long congressional fail-
ure to more closely regulate these two
government-sponsored enterprises will
rank for U.S. taxpayers as one of the
worst policy disasters in our history.”

This morning, Mr. Wallison is quoted
as saying:

Right now we have a consensus that some-
thing needs to be done. The sensible thing to
do is to put Congress in a position where
they have to act within a certain period of
time.

That is what this amendment does.
They have to act in a certain period of
time. The Senator wants to know who
should be making home loans? Commu-
nity banks. Community banks should
be making home loans to people. They
should be able to extend lines of credit
to small businesses. But the main
thing is, it should not be given to a
government-sponsored enterprise to
keep it in business, where the hundreds
of billions of taxpayer dollars being
spent is unlimited.
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I yield the floor. Senator THUNE, I be-
lieve, has 10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
GILLIBRAND). The Senator from South
Dakota.

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I
thank my colleague from Arizona for
yielding me time.

I would say Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac is a pox on all of us. But shame on
us if we do not try to do something in
this legislation to address this issue.
What the McCain-Shelby-Gregg amend-
ment does is responsible. It does allow
for a wind-down of this conservator-
ship. But, as the Senator from Arizona
has pointed out, it goes squarely at
what I think most economists argue
was a huge contributor to the melt-
down we experienced a couple years
ago: the runaway lending and irrespon-
sible lending practices that were in-
volved with the plight we now see with
Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae, where
they have, up until, I think, this last
quarter—or taking the last quarter
combined, it is about $145 billion now
that the taxpayers are on the hook for.

As the Senator from Arizona pointed
out, last Christmas Eve the adminis-
tration lifted the cap. There was a $400
billion cap on the amount of taxpayer
assistance that could be provided to
these two institutions. But now that
cap has been lifted. Imagine the scale
and dimension of what we are talking
about, when we already have $145 bil-
lion of taxpayer exposure. We assume
it could be as much as $400 billion. But
just in case, the administration lifts
the cap because it could go well beyond
that, which suggests, if history is any
indication, it will go well beyond that.

What this does is say we need to ex-
ercise some responsibility with regard
to the regulation of all the financial in-
stitutions in this country. What the
Senator from Connecticut, in his bill,
does—with the financial services regu-
lation reform bill—is to attempt to get
at what contributed, in many respects,
to the meltdown we experienced a cou-
ple years ago. But it ignores perhaps,
as has been pointed out by the Senator
from Arizona, one of the biggest con-
tributors to that problem; that is,
these two toxic institutions, Freddie
Mac and Fannie Mae.

The administration has said they
need time to come up with a plan. The
side-by-side that is going to be offered
by the Democrats is going to be a
study. We are going to study this for
about 6 months. I think their argument
is, it would be dangerous to rush the
process. I think the contrary is true. I
believe it is dangerous to ignore this
problem any longer. We cannot afford
to wait so more taxpayer money can be
lost, can be wasted in trying to keep
these two entities afloat.

As I said before, last week we were
informed that Freddie Mac needs an
additional $10.6 billion in taxpayer
funds due to an $8 billion loss in the
first quarter of 2010. Since September
of 2008, that brings the taxpayers’ in-
voice for Freddie Mac to $61.3 billion.
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Fannie Mae reported a first quarter
loss of more than $13 billion, needing
$8.4 billion from the government, put-
ting their bill to the American tax-
payers at $83.6 billion.

So the grand total of taxpayer loss
from these two entities since their
takeover in 2008 is a whopping $145 bil-
lion.

The losses racked up by Freddie Mac
and Fannie Mae exceed—exceed—the
government’s losses on AIG, General
Motors, and Chrysler. Yet the current
legislation in the Senate is completely
silent on these two entities. That is
outrageous. We cannot continue to fun-
nel unlimited amounts of taxpayer
money into Freddie and Fannie and
have no plan to end this siphon.

In a time when we are faced with
crushing debt and out-of-control defi-
cits, we are willing to turn a blind eye
to a $145 billion problem, which is
going to only magnify over time. Last
Christmas Eve, the administration lift-
ed the cap of $400 billion, which is what
initially was put in place that would
limit the amount of taxpayer exposure.
But what we are now saying is that
may not be enough. Yet we do noth-
ing—nothing—in this legislation to
remedy this problem.

Obviously, the administration knew
there was more bad news ahead when
they decided to lift the cap on govern-
ment assistance on Christmas Eve of
last year. The Obama administration
decided that taxpayers could afford un-
limited funding for Freddie and Fannie
rather than keep a $400 billion cap on
assistance in place. It is frightening
they believe that $400 billion is not
going to be enough—unlimited funding
may not be enough. Who knows where
this ends.

That is why I think it is important
right now that we deal with this issue,
and the McCain-Shelby-Gregg amend-
ment does it in a responsible way by
winding down and providing a timeline.
It sets a 30-month date out there by
which this conservatorship has to be
wound down.

If you look at what the current expo-
sure is in terms of Freddie and Fannie,
they own or guarantee over 30 million
home loans, worth about $5.5 trillion.
The CBO estimates that Freddie and
Fannie could cost the taxpayers as
much as $380 billion through 2020. As I
said before, my assumption is that be-
cause we lifted—‘we,” the administra-
tion lifted—the cap on the $400 billion
of exposure, the assumption is, it is
going to go much higher than that. So
I think we have to ask ourselves this
fundamental question: Is this the direc-
tion in which we want to continue
heading or is it time to change course?

The time to change course is now
while we are debating a bill that is de-
signed to address the very problems we
encountered a couple years ago.
Freddie and Fannie, as the Senator
from Arizona said, were at the very
heart, the very core of that issue.

According to a recent Washington
Post article, with the government’s
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conservatorship of Freddie and Fannie
and the increase in FHA and VA loans,
the government backed nearly 97 per-
cent of home loans in the first quarter
of 2010. Madam President, 97 percent of
loans are backed by the U.S. Govern-
ment. Is this where we want to end up?
Is this where we want to head? Is this
the best course for our housing mar-
ket? Is this the role the Federal Gov-
ernment should be taking when it
comes to housing in this country?

I firmly believe it is time we change
course. I think there is great value—we
all agree there is great value—in home
ownership and helping families achieve
the American dream of owning their
own homes. But we have to bring per-
sonal responsibility back into the con-
versation. We need to go back to a time
when families saved up money to make
a downpayment on a house. They went
to their banks. They provided the nec-
essary documentation to prove they
could pay back their loans, and they
bought a house that was within their
budgets. Buying and owning a home
should be a goal people work to
achieve, not a government mandate
funded by the taxpayers. That essen-
tially is what we have created.

So I believe it is about time to take
responsibility for our actions. My con-
stituents in my State who bought
houses they could afford and paid their
bills on time want to see Congress
start taking some responsibility. I be-
lieve the McCain-Shelby-Gregg amend-
ment does just that. It shows our com-
mitment to getting our fiscal house in
order in Washington, DC.

As I said, it is a sound plan for wind-
ing down the government backstop to
Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae. It man-
dates that conservatorship will end in
30 months or less. Freddie Mac and
Fannie Mae will have to reduce their
portfolios by 10 percent each year, and
if they are not viable enough to exist
after the 30 months they will be lig-
uidated. If they are a viable company
after the 30 months, they would only
enjoy their Federal GSE status for an-
other 3 years.

The amendment repeals the afford-
able housing goals that persuaded the
two entities to enter into the subprime
loan business in the first place, which I
believe was the slippery slope that got
us into all the problems, all the trou-
bles we are facing today.

It creates new underwriting require-
ments on loans purchased by Freddie
and Fannie. Freddie and Fannie will
have to reduce their mortgage assets
by more than 50 percent within 2 years
and increase their capital reserves. It
repeals the temporary increase in the
conforming loan limit, returning it to
$417,000. The two would have to pay
State and local taxes, register with the
SEC, and pay a fee to the government
to repay their debts to the taxpayer.

These are all responsible reforms.
Contrary to the assertions that have
been made by the other side, this
amendment is the correct way to pro-
ceed in dealing with these two giant in-
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stitutions that have lost their way and
are costing the taxpayers literally bil-
lions and billions and billions of dollars
every quarter that passes that we do
not take steps to fix this problem.

The amendment would reinstate the
$400 billion cap that the administration
lifted in December so the taxpayers
know for certain they are not going to
be on the hook for unlimited financial
support.

The amendment establishes a new
special inspector general at the GAO to
investigate and report to Congress on
these two entities. Freddie and Fannie
would be included in the Federal budg-
et until their conservatorship has
ended, which is the fiscally responsible
thing to do when we all know they do,
in fact, have an impact on our budget
and on our debt.

As I said, I have heard the arguments
on the other side of the aisle, and I
think they are ignoring the clear will
of the American people. The American
people get this. They know why we are
where we are. They are sick and tired
of subsidizing the mistakes of Freddie
Mac and Fannie Mae. We need to put
an end to the taxpayer bailout.

I think it is important to the credi-
bility of our economy and our credi-
bility with the American taxpayers—
but it is important to the credibility of
the markets and to our economy—that
they understand we are serious about
solving this problem. That is why the
McCain-Shelby-Gregg amendment is
the correct way to proceed. We are
going to have a vote on that very soon,
and I hope we will not leave this sub-
ject, that we will not dispose of this fi-
nancial services regulation reform bill
without addressing this very important
topic.

To suggest for a minute, as the other
side has, that somehow we can do a
study, we can put this off for 6
months—and who knows. By the time
they complete the study, they will
have to think about the results of that
study and formulate a plan, and that
will take another 6 months or a year.
Every single month, every single quar-
ter that goes by, we continue to hemor-
rhage more and more money at the
cost of billions and billions of dollars
to the American taxpayers. They have
had enough. We should say we have had
enough and we are going to bring some
discipline. This amendment does that,
and I hope my colleagues will support
it.

I yield the remainder of my time.

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. SHELBY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SHELBY. Madam President, as
part of the debate on the McCain-Shel-
by-Gregg amendment, I wish to take
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this opportunity this afternoon to dis-
cuss the history of Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac from my perspective. By
doing this, I want to emphasize past
Republican attempts at regulating and
reforming these institutions, while also
discussing their role in the financial
crisis.

The government-sponsored enter-
prises that we call Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac were key players in the
collapse of the U.S. housing market.
Their multitrillion dollar portfolios
gave them the purchasing power to
drive markets. In addition, false pre-
sumptions about their housing finance
expertise and their connections to the
government gave them further power
to influence the housing market. And
let us not forget the GSEs’ nationwide
lobbying and public affairs apparatus
that was designed to keep reformers at
bay and their supporters flush with
cash.

When the GSEs began to buy
subprime securities, other firms, in-
cluding most of the Wall Street banks,
took this as a signal that subprime
mortgage securities were safe and
worthwhile investments. In effect,
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac placed
the Good Housekeeping ‘‘Seal of Ap-
proval’” on these risky instruments. As
a result, the rest of the market en-
gaged in this practice, and the race to
the bottom began. Ultimately, the
GSEs’ collapse lit a wildfire that
burned throughout the financial mar-
kets.

Due to their miscalculations, Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac have been placed
in conservatorship and have already
cost the taxpayers well over $100 bil-
lion. Just last week, we learned that
the GSEs will need another $20 billion
in taxpayer assistance for their losses
during the previous quarter.

This did not have to happen. For
years, the warning signs were flashing,
and Republicans made multiple at-
tempts to adopt the necessary reforms.
Unfortunately, those efforts were op-
posed by Democrats in the Senate
Banking Committee and ultimately
caused the many efforts put forth by
Republicans to stall in the Senate.

In 2003, as chairman of the Banking
Committee at that time, I held mul-
tiple hearings on proposals for improv-
ing the regulation of the GSEs. I wish
to read a portion of my opening state-
ment from one of those hearings. I
quote from that time:

The enterprises are large institutions. Col-
lectively, Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac carry
$1.6 trillion in assets on their balance sheets
and have outstanding debt of almost $1.5 tril-
lion. The Federal Home Loan Bank System
is not far behind, with combined assets of
over $780 billion and outstanding advances to
member institutions of $495 billion. Due to
the importance of the housing GSEs’ mis-
sion, and the size of their assets, I believe
that the enterprises require a strong, cred-
ible regulator.

I further read from the statement
then:

I remain concerned that the current regu-
latory structure for housing the GSEs is nei-
ther strong nor credible.
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At this same hearing, it became ap-
parent that the two parties had very
different perspectives regarding the
need for reform. One of my Democratic
colleagues noted—and it is in the
record:

There is an old expression, if it ain’t broke,
don’t fix it. I think some of us here in the
Senate believe that when we try to fix things
that aren’t really broken, we can end up
doing more harm than good.

Notwithstanding the mindset on the
other side of the aisle, my Republican
colleagues and I persevered, and we re-
mained engaged in the effort to reform
the GSEs by holding numerous hear-
ings and closely tracking the GSEs’ ac-
tivities at that time.

We decided those who Dbelieved
““things aren’t really broken’” were
wrong. In the face of strong Demo-
cratic opposition and a relentless lob-
bying campaign by the GSEs and their
supporters, we proceeded with a mark-
up of the Federal Housing Enterprise
Regulatory Reform Act of 2004.

I wish to again read portions of my
brief opening statement from that
markup which lays out the issues and
the responses we crafted to address the
problems of the GSEs then:

This afternoon the committee will con-
sider S. 1508, a bill to address regulation of
the housing GSEs.

Today, we are faced with the most impor-
tant decisions considered by this committee
in years—determining the strength, inde-
pendence and credibility of regulation of our
nation’s Government Sponsored Housing En-
terprises. The strength, independence and
credibility of this regulatory system have
tremendous implications for the future
health and vitality of our housing markets,
our capital markets, and the economy as a
whole.

I continue to quote the statement:

Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae currently
have $1.7 billion debt outstanding. To pro-
vide some perspective, our nation’s Treasury
debt in the hands of the public stands at just
over $4 trillion. The Federal Home Loan
Bank System has also grown significantly
since the 1990s and has a vastly expanded
membership base.

Its current regulator is not up to the task
of providing adequate oversight of its signifi-
cant role.

My statement continued:

Fannie Mae is the second largest financial
institution in the United States. Freddie
Mac is fourth. Their debt is held by foreign
central banks, insurance companies, money
center banks and community banks. Because
of the interest rate risk these GSEs must
manage, they have an extensive network of
derivative contracts. Should one of these in-
stitutions encounter significant financial
difficulty it could make the S&L crisis pale
by comparison.

I was here speaking as an early mem-
ber of the Banking Committee, as was
Senator DoODD, during the bailout of
the S&Ls. And it was no pretty matter.
It ended up costing the taxpayers at
least $130 billion.

I continue:

This experience has only reaffirmed my re-
solve to ensure such a debacle never revisits
the taxpayer. And, quite simply, the real
truth is we cannot afford a crisis of the mag-
nitude a failing GSE would pose.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

I approach this markup today with a firm
appreciation of the gravity and relevance of
what we do here today. I state again, as I
have before—I support the housing missions
of the GSEs. Home ownership is the primary
source of wealth for many Americans. It fos-
ters strong communities and promotes sta-
bility for children and families.

But, and I believe there is consensus in
this Committee on this one point at least,
they are not well-regulated and, therefore,
pose significant risk to the taxpayer and the
markets they serve.

To be clear: they are not well-regulated be-
cause the regulatory structures and authori-
ties that Congress created are insufficient
and weak by design.

And that is what the draft before us is all
about. Reaffirming the important mission of
GSEs, creating a regulator that has all the
tools and independence that other first class
financial regulators require, and protecting
the taxpayer. These are the guiding prin-
ciples that animate the draft that I have put
forth before the Banking Committee today.

Unfortunately for the taxpayers of
this country, politics got in the way of
advancing credible public policy then.
Apparently, the Democrats felt it was
better to block necessary change, ad-
here to the status quo, and ignore the
risk to the financial system, all while
leaving the taxpayers fully exposed.

We, the same Republicans who have
been characterized by Democrats as
being pro-Wall Street and antiregu-
lation throughout this process, were
trying to create a stronger regulator,
raise capital standards, reduce risk
taking, and put in place a resolution
regime that would limit taxpayer expo-
sure in the event of a firm failure.

That was a number of years back. I
wish to revisit the words of one of my
then-Democratic colleagues who made
the following statement—and it is in
the record—as we debated the merits of
the Republican GSE reform bill at that
time:

Lord only knows where the economy would
be today if it were not for the stability of the
housing market in the midst of so much tur-
bulence and the ability of Americans to draw
down some of their home equity to engage in
consumer purchases.

Then, as we stood on the precipice of
a housing and financial meltdown, my
Democratic colleagues were opposing
more regulation and promoting more
consumer spending. As if that were not
bad enough, we were encouraging
homeowners to raid the home’s equity
to finance their purchases. And look
where it brought us.

Another Democrat took issue with
the fact that we attempted to give the
regulator the power to place a GSE
into receivership:

Receivership, first, it does not have to be
in the bill, but, second, to allow a regulator
who may not like this institution to then
sort of dole out little pieces of it one way or
another and weaken the fundamental struc-
ture of Fannie and Freddie easily leads to its
demise.

I am not sure whether my colleagues
then understood the basic concept be-
hind establishing an orderly resolution
process, but I hope the lesson has now
been learned. Ironically, Democratic
opposition to strong reform actually
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produced the exact outcome my col-
league feared. When reform stalled in
the face of Democratic objections, in-
vestors once again viewed Fannie Mae
and Freddie Mac as ‘‘too big to fail.”
They were confident that Congress and
the U.S. Government would never
allow them to go under. This, of
course, gave the GSEs a significant fi-
nancing cost advantage which led to
their explosive growth and excessive
risk taking.

Finally, and most telling, one of my
Democratic colleagues was concerned
about how Wall Street might interpret
the regulatory changes that Repub-
licans were advocating, stating:

It is a fact that just mere speculation
about the prospects of some provisions in the
bill is sending shock waves through Wall
Street.

Really?

When Wall Street became concerned
that our legislation at that time would
provide a stronger regulator, require
higher capital standards, mandate less
risk taking, and establish a well-de-
signed resolution regime, the Demo-
crats came to Wall Street’s rescue, not
the Republicans.

When the choice was between Main
Street and Wall Street, the Democrats
made it absolutely clear whose side
they were on. They chose Wall Street,
and Wall Street ultimately paved the
road that led to this collapse.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD a copy of the re-
corded vote of the proceedings of that
day in the Senate Banking Committee.
That result was a party-line vote with
all 12 Republicans voting for GSE re-
form and all Democrats opposing it.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

MARKUP OF S. 1508, THE FEDERAL HOUSING
ENTERPRISE REGULATORY REFORM ACT OF 2004

The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at
2:10 p.m., in room SD-538, Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building, Senator Richard Shelby
(Chairman of the Committee) presiding.

Present: Senators Shelby, Bennett, Allard,
Enzi, Hagel, Santorum, Bunning, Crapo,
Sununu, Dole, Chafee, Sarbanes, Dodd, John-
son, Reed, Schumer, Bayh, Carper,
Stabenow, and Corzine.

STATEMENT OF CHAIRMAN RICHARD SHELBY

Chairman Shelby. The Committee will
come to order.

This afternoon, the Committee will con-
sider S. 1508, a bill to address the regulation
of the housing GSEs. I will start by acknowl-
edging the original cosponsors of this bill—
Senator Hagel, Senator Sununu, and Senator
Dole—and I want to commend them for their
dedication and their work, originally, and in-
cluding putting together what we have
today.

Today, we are faced with the most impor-
tant decisions considered by this Committee
in years; that is, determining . . .

I now move and ask a roll call vote on the
original bill, the substitute. Call the roll.

The Clerk. Mr. Chairman?

Chairman Shelby. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Bennett?

Senator Bennett. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Allard?

Chairman Shelby. Aye, by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Enzi?
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Senator Enzi. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Hagel?

Senator Hagel. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Santorum?

Chairman Shelby. Aye, by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Bunning?

Senator Bunning. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Crapo?

Chairman Shelby. Aye, by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Sununu?

Senator Sununu. Aye.

The Clerk. Mrs. Dole?

Chairman Shelby. Aye, by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Chafee?

Senator Chafee. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Sarbanes?

Senator Sarbanes. No.

The Clerk. Mr. Dodd?

Senator Dodd. No.

The Clerk. Mr. Johnson?

Senator Sarbanes. No, by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Reed?

Senator Reed. No.

The Clerk. Mr. Schumer?

Senator Sarbanes. No, by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Bayh?

Senator Bayh. No.

The Clerk. Mr. Miller?

Chairman Shelby. Aye, by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Carper?

Senator Carper. No.

The Clerk. Ms. Stabenow?

Senator Stabenow. No.

The Clerk. Mr. Corzine?

Senator Corzine. No.

The Clerk. Chairman, the ayes are 12, the
nays 9.

Chairman Shelby. The bill is adopted.

Mr. SHELBY. Madam President, that
was not the end of the story, though.
More than 1 year later, we tried again
to pass these important reforms. The
Banking Committee held more hear-
ings leading to the markup of S. 190,
the Federal Housing Enterprise Regu-
latory Reform Act of 2005. I will not
read my entire statement from this
markup, but I will read a part of it
that describes the commonsense steps
that we were attempting to take with
our newest effort to pass then GSE re-
form. I quote from that markup:

My legislation creates a new regulator
with combined oversight for both the safety
and soundness and the housing mission of
Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac, and the Federal
Home Loan Bank System.

The new regulator will have general regu-
latory authority over all housing GSEs, in-
cluding enhanced authority over capital re-
quirements, and enforcement and prompt
corrective action authorities that are com-
parable to those of the bank regulatory
agencies.

Among other enhanced regulatory authori-
ties, the bill we will consider today includes
clear direction on portfolio review for com-
pliance with safety and soundness, mission
and systemic risk.

Under this proposal, the enterprises are
permitted to hold those assets which pro-
mote the enterprises’ mission in the housing
market.

The bill also transfers the product review
function from HUD to the new regulator and
creates a two-tier approval process through
which the enterprises must receive approval
prior to offering any new product.

The bill also establishes new criteria for
approval of a product that will ensure the
enterprises remain focused on their statu-
tory mission of facilitating a secondary
mortgage market.

The new regulator will also have the power
to conduct an orderly resolution of a failing
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or insolvent GSE through a receivership
process. This clear and definitive process for
dealing with a troubled enterprise is a crit-
ical tool for the credibility and strength of a
new regulator.

Madam President, unfortunately, the
Democrats did not share my view of in-
creasing regulations on the GSEs, and
their comments during the second at-
tempt to pass meaningful reforms are
telling. One of my Democratic col-
leagues stated then, “When the sink is
leaking, you do not tear down the
house, especially if the house has
served you well.” Another recalled a
critique he read of the bill before the
markup, which claimed, ‘It is like try-
ing to cure the common cold with
chemotherapy.”’

In fact, at one hearing, one of my
Democratic colleagues expressed an in-
terest in hearing how the roles of the
GSEs might be increased, when he ex-
plained:

I am not only interested in hearing about
the role GSEs currently play in the mort-
gage market, I am also interested in how
their commitment to home ownership and
affordable housing can be expanded.

In the end, the result of our 2005
markup was the same as our 2004 mark-
up—a strict party-line vote with all 11
Republicans supporting the reforms
and all 9 Democrats opposing them.
Unfortunately, the Democrats once
again sided with Wall Street and the
special interests by rejecting GSE re-
form and any attempt to move the leg-
islation beyond the Banking Com-
mittee.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the RECORD
a copy of that recorded vote in the
Banking Committee.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

MARKUP OF THE NOMINATIONS OF HON. CHRIS-
TOPHER COX, TO BE CHAIRMAN, U.S. SECURI-
TIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION; HON. ROEL
C. CAMPOS, To BE COMMISSIONER, U.S. SE-
CURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION; AN-
NETTE L. NAZARETH, TO BE COMMISSIONER,
U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMIS-
SION; JOHN C. DUGAN, To BE COMPTROLLER,
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CUR-
RENCY; HON. JOHN M. REICH, TO BE DIREC-
TOR, OFFICE OF THRIFT SUPERVISION; AND
MARTIN J. GRUENBERG, TO BE MEMBER AND
VICE-CHAIRMAN, FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSUR-
ANCE CORPORATION, AND OF S. 705, MEETING
THE HOUSING AND SERVICE NEEDS OF SEN-
IORS ACT OF 2005; H.R. 804, TO EXCLUDE
FROM CONSIDERATION AS INCOME CERTAIN
PAYMENTS UNDER THE NATIONAL FLOOD IN-
SURANCE PROGRAM; S. 1047, THE PRESI-
DENTIAL $1.00 COIN ACT OF 2000; AND S. 190,
THE FEDERAL HOUSING ENTERPRISE REGU-
LATORY REFORM ACT OF 2005

The question is on reporting the Com-
mittee print of S. 190 as amended here to the
full Senate.

The Clerk will call the roll.

The Clerk. Chairman Shelby.

Chairman Shelby. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Bennett.

Senator Bennett. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Allard.

Chairman Shelby. Aye by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Enzi.

Chairman Shelby. Aye by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Hagel.
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Chairman Shelby. Aye by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Santorum.

Senator Santorum. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Bunning.

Senator Bunning. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Crapo.

Senator Crapo. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Sununu.

Senator Sununu. Aye.

The Clerk. Mrs. Dole.

Senator Dole. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Martinez.

Senator Martinez. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Sarbanes.

Senator Sarbanes. No.

The Clerk. Mr. Dodd.

Senator Dodd. No.

The Clerk. Mr. Johnson.

Senator Sarbanes. No by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Reed.

Senator Reed. No.

The Clerk. Mr. Schumer.

Senator Sarbanes. No by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Bayh.

Senator Sarbanes. No by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Carper.

Senator Carper. No.

The Clerk. Ms. Stabenow.

Senator Sarbanes. No by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Corzine.

Senator Sarbanes. No by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Chairman, the yeas are 11,
the nays nine.

Chairman Shelby. S. 190 as amended is or-
dered reported to the full Senate.

Mr. SHELBY. I would like to point
out another bit of irony right now.
Many of my colleagues who recently
complained about the process regard-
ing consideration of this bill were some
of the same people who took every
measure to block all consideration of
GSE reform. Actions have con-
sequences, and in this particular in-
stance, they were almost immediate.
As soon as it was apparent that GSE
reform was dead, Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac took steps to dramati-
cally increase their risk.

The Government Accountability Of-
fice, GAO, detailed this in a September
2009 report. The GAO discovered that in
2004 and 2005, the enterprises:

. embarked on aggressive strategies to
purchase mortgages and mortgage assets
with questionable underwriting standards.
For example, they purchased a large volume
of what are known as Alt-A mortgages,
which typically did not have documentation
of borrowers’ incomes and had higher loan-
to-value ratios or debt-to-income ratios.

Furthermore, purchases of private-label
MBS increased rapidly as a percentage of re-
tained mortgage portfolios from 2003 to 2006.
By the end of 2007, the enterprises collec-
tively held more than $313 billion in private-
label mortgage-backed securities, of which
$94 billion was held by Fannie Mae and $218.9
billion held by Freddie Mac.

Recently, Daniel Mudd, Fannie Mae’s
former chief operating officer and chief
executive officer, testified:

While the market was changing, Fannie
Mae struggled to meet aggressively increas-
ing HUD goals. The goals were extremely
challenging, increased significantly every
year, and permitted no leeway to account for
the challenging lending environment. Cer-
tain mortgages that may not have met our
traditional standards could not be ignored.

While Mr. Mudd may be correct that
these mortgages aided their ability to
meet their HUD goals, it also should be
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noted that the GAO in this same report
did not see these purchases as a benefit
to their mission, stating:

The rapid increase in the enterprises’
mortgage portfolios and the associated inter-
est-rate risk did not result in a cor-
responding benefit to the achievement of
their housing mission.

Ultimately, this increased risk
played a significant role in the demise
of Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac.

I would like to read one final section
of that 2009 GAO report here this after-
noon.

According to the Federal Housing Finance
Administration, while these questionable
mortgage assets accounted for less than 20
percent of the enterprises’ total assets, they
represented a disproportionate share of cred-
it-related losses in 2007 and 2008.

For example, by the end of 2008, Fannie
Mae held approximately $295 billion in Alt-A
loans, which accounted for about 10 percent
of the total single-family mortgage book of
business. Similarly, Alt-A mortgages ac-
counted for nearly half of Fannie Mae’s $27.1
billion in credit losses of its single-family
guarantee book of business in 2008.

At a June 2009 congressional hearing,
former OFHEO Director James Lockhart
said that 60 percent of the triple-A rated pri-
vate label MBS purchased by the enterprises
had since been downgraded to below invest-
ment grade. He also stated that investor con-
cerns about the extent of the enterprises’
holdings of such assets and the potential as-
sociated losses compromised their capacity
to raise needed capital and issue debt at ac-
ceptable rates.

Madam President, we all know what
happened once they were unable to
raise capital, but let’s also remember
the consequences that followed our
failure to properly regulate Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac.

Charles Duhigg of the New York
Times, part of a group of journalists
who produced ‘‘The Reckoning,” a se-
ries that explored the roots of the fi-
nancial crisis, wrote in 2008 that:

The ripple effect of Fannie’s plunge into
riskier lending was profound. Fannie’s stamp
of approval made shunned borrowers and
complex loans more acceptable to other
lenders, particularly small and less sophisti-
cated banks.

James Lockhart supported this con-
clusion in his testimony before the Fi-
nancial Crisis Inquiry Commission on
April 9 of this year when he observed
that the GSEs:

. indirectly encouraged lower standards
by purchasing private label securities. They
also encouraged lower standards by not ag-
gressively pursuing the obligations to repur-
chase mortgages if they did not comply with
the enterprises’ underwriting requirements.

Madam President, during the debate
on this bill before us, we have heard
numerous times that we need to have a
tighter grip on Wall Street to prevent
those large Wall Street firms from
harming small businesses on Main
Street.

If only my Democratic colleagues
had been less concerned with Wall
Street’s reaction in 2004 and 2005, per-
haps we could have protected not only
those less sophisticated smaller banks
on Main Street but also the millions of
consumers caught up in the resulting
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inflated housing market and the mil-
lions of taxpayers who have had to foot
the bill for the resulting debacle. In-
stead, the stalling of this legislation by
Democrats at that time ended any at-
tempts of meaningful GSE reform until
mid-2008, when Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac were already in serious trouble.
The simple truth is that we didn’t
act when we could have effected real
change. Republicans were ready to
enact real reform and—unfortunately
for the taxpayer—Democrats were not.
Let’s not make the same mistake again

here today.
The McCain-Shelby-Gregg GSE
amendment takes several important

steps to reform the GSEs. It provides
transparency to the conservatorships
of the GSEs by establishing much need-
ed investigative oversight. It also re-
quires Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac to
be included in the Federal budget as
long as they are in conservatorship or
receivership status. It reestablishes
taxpayer protections that were abol-
ished by the Obama administration
last Christmas Eve, and it requires
that Congress be involved in any deci-
sion to spend additional resources to
stabilize the housing markets. Finally,
it establishes a definite end to the on-
going conservatorships of Fannie Mae
and Freddie Mac and paves a respon-
sible path forward by refocusing their
efforts, installing proper safeguards,
and untangling the U.S. taxpayer from
this mess.

I urge my Democratic colleagues to
ignore Wall Street and the special in-
terests lobbying against this amend-
ment. Join the Republicans in doing
something good for the American tax-
payer—support the McCain-Shelby-
Gregg amendment.

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. DODD. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DODD. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the only de-
bate remaining on the pending Dodd
and McCain amendments be 20 min-
utes, with 10 minutes accorded to each
amendment; that upon the use or yield-
ing back of time, the Senate proceed to
vote in relation to the Dodd amend-
ment No. 3938, to be followed by a vote
in relation to the McCain amendment
No. 3839, with no amendment in order
to either amendment prior to the vote;
further, that upon disposition of the
amendments described above and as if
in executive session, the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session and proceed
to vote on confirmation of the fol-
lowing nominations in the order listed:
Executive Calendar No. 704 and 729;
that upon confirmation, the motions to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table, any statements relat-

The
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ing to the nominees be printed in the
RECORD, the President be immediately
notified of the Senate’s action, and the
Senate then resume legislative session;
that after the first vote in this se-
quence, the remaining votes be limited
to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DODD. Well, Madam President,
let me now proceed with my time. I
know my colleague from Arizona will
come over to be heard.

Let me emphasize again to my col-
leagues that the McCain amendment is
opposed by the National Association of
Realtors, the homebuilders, and the
credit unions for the simple reason
that the amendment doesn’t do any-
thing except end Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac. That is hardly reform. It
replaces it with nothing, so we end up
in a free fall in this country when it
comes to providing affordable mort-
gages for middle-income families.

Granted, Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac need to be reformed, and the
amendment we will vote on first off—
that I will be proposing—in fact re-
quires that the administration, by Jan-
uary, submit a specific plan that would
call for how to reform Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac and what to replace it
with in a housing financing system.
Not to have a housing financing sys-
tem, just to leave us without one alto-
gether, as we would achieve with the
McCain amendment, just eliminating
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac with no
replacement within the year, is hardly
what we need to do at this time.

We have been through a lot. This
problem began in the housing market,
in an unregulated segment of our econ-
omy. For years, the previous adminis-
tration and others advocated a totally
unregulated market. Because of those
attitudes, we ended up where we did—
with brokers and mortgage companies
that were providing mortgages to peo-
ple without any documentation, with-
out any underwriting standards what-
soever, and we ended up, of course,
with 7 million homes lost, 4 million un-
derwater today, and 250,000 seized just
in the last number of months, since the
outset of this year.

The McCain amendment would actu-
ally leave us in a very fragile situation,
and that is the point the homebuilders,
the realtors, and the credit unions are
making in their strong opposition to
this amendment.

Our amendment lays out a timeframe
in which the administration would
have to submit a specific set of plans so
we could then, in the next Congress,
move forward.

As my colleague from New Hamp-
shire has pointed out, the issue of re-
placing and coming up with an alter-
native housing finance system is very
complex. There are a lot of different
ideas out there about which plan ought
to replace the one we have working
today. Obviously that is something the
Congress will have to consider.
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I mentioned earlier Fannie Mae,
Freddie Mac, and the FHA together ac-
count for 96.5 percent of the funding for
mortgages today. The McCain amend-
ment would undermine this supply
without establishing a reasonable al-
ternative. It is irresponsible public pol-
icy at a very uncertain time. As Sen-
ator GREGG said earlier, on the debate
in the Wall Street reform bill the GSE
issue is ‘‘too complex to do in this
bill.”

The McCain amendment would re-
quire the Federal Housing Finance
Agency to either end the conservator-
ship of Fannie and Freddie or disband
them, put them into receivership with-
in 2 years. That is all. The amendment
poses no alternative to Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac. It would totally privatize
the mortgage market other than FHA.

We have had some experience with
how the housing market behaves when
it is completely privatized. It is called
subprime and exotic mortgage mar-
kets. As we know, it was this unregu-
lated market, fanned by Wall Street,
that pushed out those irresponsible
mortgages that they knew people could
not afford which led to our current
problems. With a still fragile housing
market in dangerous times, the McCain
amendment would push us back into
this downward spiral.

The amendment would do the fol-
lowing. It results in an increase in
mortgage rates for home buyers and
homeowners. Try to explain that as
you go back to your States, if this
amendment were adopted. It reduces
the availability of mortgage credit in
communities across our country, in-
cluding communities with relatively
low-cost housing. This would result in
reductions in existing housing values
at a time when the housing market is
just starting to recover some value.

Further, this amendment would re-
duce the availability of mortgage cred-
it to first-time home buyers, to low-
and moderate-income families seeking
to buy or refinance a home by elimi-
nating housing goals. It goes on by de-
laying or to put home ownership out of
reach to many families. It raises the
minimum downpayment requirements
to 10 percent. A minimum 10 percent
for families starting out, with better
underwriting standards, that kind of
criterion excludes a lot of young fami-
lies starting out who wish to buy their
first home. It reduces the availability
of mortgage credit for affordable rental
housing by eliminating the housing
goals, and it undermines the efforts to
get loan modifications and affordable
refinances to homeowners trying to
save their homes.

Last, it results in the potential
elimination of a 30-year fixed rate
prepayable mortgage.

This last point is something I do not
think most Americans are aware of. We
are the only country in the world that
provides a 30-year fixed rate mortgage
for families. That is the source of
wealth creation for most Americans. It
is not buying stocks on Wall Street or
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getting involved in fancy credit default
swaps and over-the-counter derivatives
and all of this casino gambling that
goes on. Average Americans accumu-
late wealth when they can afford to
buy a home and hold on to that prop-
erty, watching equity increase. That
equity provides a source of income for
retirement years, helps provide for the
college education of their kids, and eq-
uity in a neighborhood provides sta-
bility for that neighborhood and
strengthens communities. If you elimi-
nate the 30-year fixed rate mortgage,
you have dealt a huge blow to working
families in this country. I do not think
we want to look like Europe when it
comes to home mortgages, and that is
how we will end up if the McCain
amendment is adopted.

For all of those reasons, as I said,
homebuilders, realtors, and credit
unions oppose this amendment.

Reform of the GSEs—everyone agrees

we need to make that reform. However,
the homebuilders say in their letter to
Senator MCCAIN:
. . . we remain concerned about how to get
from the current structure to future ar-
rangements without . . . disrupting the oper-
ation of the overall housing finance system.
Any changes should be undertaken with
care. . . .

I agree. We should keep in mind that
the Congress created a strong new reg-
ulatory regime for Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac in 2008. Their regulator is
maintaining strong oversight of these
enterprises, while they continue to pro-
vide crucial assistance to the housing
market.

Longer term reform of Fannie and
Freddie would require a thoughtful re-
consideration of the structure of the
whole housing finance system. This
will require hearings about exactly
what structure we want to put in place
to finance housing in this country.
This will require hearings with many
stakeholders and others involved in the
serious discussions to determine what
that system ought to be.

To wipe out the present system—I
have to tell you a quick story. It may
seem unrelated to the subject at hand.

Many years ago, when I was the ripe
old age of 22, I was a Peace Corps vol-
unteer in the Dominican Republic and
I went to one of the mountain villages
near the border of Haiti and I asked the
people what they thought their needs
were. They said, What do you think we
need to do, of this young American. I
looked over at the old schoolhouse
they had, one room, made of palm wood
with a dirt floor. I said I think you
need a new school. They said that is a
pretty good idea. We agree with you.
What should we do first? I said, first
tear down the old school.

It was my first project. For the next
2 years they had no school in town. It
took that long. We didn’t know where
to build the school. We didn’t know
where the property was, we didn’t have
the materials, so we gathered in peo-
ple’s homes to become the school. In ef-
fect, that is what the McCain amend-
ment is going to do.
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I made a mistake at age 22. Before
deciding to build what you are going to
have, don’t tear down what you have
without knowing what you are going to
replace it with. Eventually we got a
school built in that town, but they
went through a rough 2 years because
this young American didn’t understand
that while the old school wasn’t great
and it was in desperate need of repair,
tearing it down and leaving them with
no school left that little community
without the ability to have a decent
place to house and teach their Kkids.
That analogy applies here because
what the McCain amendment does is
tear down without building anything in
its place.

Again, I will take a back seat to no
one. Democrats should have done a bet-
ter job. Republicans—I listen to my
colleague from Alabama talk about the
history of Fannie and Freddie. Believe
me, I have an alternative history. But
we can go back and forth on that end-
lessly. Let’s suffice to say this: We all
should have done a better job at this
and finger pointing doesn’t get us any-
where. We are not in the business of
trying to rewrite history today, we are
trying to see to how best to ensure the
coming generation will never have to
go through what this generation has.
What we are offering here is a specific
idea of how to get us to that new plan
of housing finance. You don’t get there
by eliminating what we have today and
putting everything else at risk as a re-
sult of what is included in this amend-
ment.

Under our amendment, the Treasury
specifically is told not ‘“may’ but it
“‘shall” do following things: Come up
and tell us how we are going to wind
down and liquidate Fannie and Freddie;
the privatization of the two GSEs; the
breakup of the GSEs into small compa-
nies; and other options that may be
available.

This is a tough study. This isn’t one
to kind of paint this over; it demands a
report back, ‘‘shall,” how specifically
we can do this in a time certain. It is
not perfect. I wish I had some magical
reform to offer everyone today.

We have looked at this for weeks and
months and there is a significant de-
bate over what that housing financing
system ought to be. I can’t tell you
with any certainty what is the best
idea at this juncture. I know this
much, to tear down what we have and
replace it with nothing would be the
height of irresponsibility. It would put
our country’s economy into a tailspin,
in my view, at the very time we are be-
ginning to come out of our difficul-
ties—290,000 new jobs created in the
last month alone. In the last previous
months, 121,000 more than we antici-
pated. Housing starts are picking up,
values are picking up again. Why at
this very hour would we step back?

For all those reasons, I say respect-
fully, the McCain amendment I hope
will be rejected by our colleagues and
our substitute amendment will be sup-
ported.
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KAUFMAN). The Senator from Arizona.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I have
been around this body for a long time.
I have seen the side-by-sides. This is
one of the classics that we have seen
time after time. If you don’t like a
tough amendment, then have one that
requires a study. Let’s study the prob-
lem. And the purpose of this amend-
ment as stated, and I quote from the
amendment:

To require the Secretary of the Treasury
to conduct a study on ending the con-
servatorship of Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac
and reforming the housing finance system.

Reforming the housing finance sys-
tem—I thought reforming the housing
finance system was part of the deal
here. I had no idea we were not going
to reform the housing finance system
when we advertised this legislation to
the American people as to assure them
that there would never be another fi-
nancial meltdown which was caused by
the housing finance system.

What does the side-by-side amend-
ment do? It will require the Secretary
of Treasury to conduct a study. Do you
mean to tell me the Secretary of
Treasury, after the greatest financial
meltdown in history since the Great
Depression, has to conduct a study? He
has to conduct a study to figure out
why we have just spent $145 billion,
lifted the $400 billion cap at 7 p.m. on
Christmas Eve? The system cries out
for reform now. As is stated by lit-
erally every expert in America, it was
the housing meltdown, abetted by the
enablers Fannie and Freddie, that
caused the financial meltdown. So we
are doing nothing about it except ask-
ing the Secretary of Treasury to con-
duct a study. Remarkable. Remark-
able.

Again I want to quote from the Wall
Street Journal that says it well
enough. It says:

This action confirms the decade-long con-
gressional failure to more closely regulate
these two government-sponsored enterprises
will rank for U.S. taxpayers as one of the
worst policy disasters in our history.

One of the worst policy disasters in
our history, and we are doing nothing
about it except conduct a study. That
ought to do it.

I am not calling for the abolition of
Fannie and Freddie. I am calling for
them to stop being in the government
trough. I am saying that Fannie and
Freddie ought to be doing their job in
competition with everybody else who
finances home loan mortgages in
America. The history of these organi-
zations is replete with enabling by the
Congress of the United States—includ-
ing, by the way, incredible compensa-
tion for the so-called people who were
supervising these organizations as they
went into the tank—one of them $93
million for a year or two of supervising
going farther and farther into toxic as-
sets.

All I can say is if we pass this legisla-
tion without this amendment, do not
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look the American people in the eye
and say we have reformed the financial
system in America. Do not look the
American people in the eye and say we
will never again have a financial col-
lapse in this country. Do not say we
are going to turn off the spigot of Fed-
eral tax dollars—already $145 billion.

Why did the Treasury lift the cap of
$400 billion that we were going to spend
to help with these toxic assets of
Fannie and Freddie if they didn’t think
it was going to be more than $400 bil-
lion?

So what are we doing in response?
Sitting by and watching hundreds of
billions of dollars of the taxpayers’
money being used to bail out these two
government-sponsored enterprises to
the great cost of the American tax-
payer. Again I say to my colleagues:
Don’t wonder why the American people
are fed up. Don’t wonder why the
American people are in virtual peaceful
revolt, when we continue to pour good
money after bad, to the tune of hun-
dreds of billions of dollars, without re-
forming the institutions that caused it.
We are not fulfilling our responsibil-
ities to the American taxpayers.

I am asking my colleagues, don’t
vote for another study. If you are going
to vote against my amendment, fine,
but let’s not continue this charade and
vote for another study.

I yield to the Senator from Alabama
what time remains.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, how
much time is remaining?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
4 minutes 30 seconds remaining.

Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, earlier
today in the Senate I spoke about the
past actions or, rather, inactions of
this body that led us to the current sit-
uation with Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac. I now will take just a few minutes
to discuss the current status of these
institutions as Senator MCCAIN has
mentioned. I will also explain the spe-
cifics of the McCain-Shelby-Gregg
amendment and why I believe we must
adopt it.

Since September of 2008, we have had
to spend more than $150 billion to bail
out these GSEs. By some estimates,
this amount exceeds the total cost of
the savings and loan bailouts that oc-
curred in the late 1980s and early 1990s.
Let me repeat that. Bailing out the
GSEs has now cost as much or more
than the entire savings and loan crisis,
and it is continuing.

Having spent such considerable
amounts of taxpayer dollars, one would
think that the GSEs would be topic No.
1 as we consider financial reform. Un-
fortunately, that is not the case. As re-
cently reported by Gretchen Morgen-
son, a Pulitzer Prize writer of the New
York Times:

Freddie [has] warned that its credit losses
were likely to continue rising throughout
2010.
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Even more troubling, while the GSEs
have considerable legacy problems as-
sociated with the older loans in their
portfolios, they are being used by the
Obama Administration to take on addi-
tional risks.

On Christmas Day of last year, the
Obama administration announced it
would relax important taxpayer protec-
tions at GSEs, and it would prop them
up with unlimited taxpayer funding.
That is exactly what they are doing
today.

The administration took this step so
it would have the flexibility to con-
tinue its efforts to support the housing
market. Some now are questioning
those efforts. In the New York Times
piece I mentioned, Ms. Morgenson
quotes Dean Baker, codirector of the
Center for Economic and Policy Re-
search, who noted:

I do not understand why people are not
talking about it [referring to Freddie’s
losses] . . . it seems to me the most funda-
mental question is, have they on an ongoing
basis been paying too much for loans ever
since they went into conservatorship?

This begs the question of why the
GSEs would overpay at this point.
What is to be gained? Ms. Morgenson
posits a rather compelling theory:

Mr. Baker’s concern that Freddie may be
racking up losses by overpaying for mort-
gages derives from his suspicion that the
government might be encouraging it to do so
as a way to bolster the operations of mort-
gage lenders.

I hope not. In the past, those huge
piles of money that have consistently
been spent found their way into the
pockets of Democratic operatives such
as Frank Raines, Jim Johnson, Jamie
Gorelick, Tim Howard, and President
Obama’s Chief of Staff, Rahm Emanuel.
Now similar piles are floating around,
not necessarily to Democrats but cer-
tainly on behalf of their pet initiatives.

The only constant in either scenario
has been the taxpayer has been stuck
with footing the bill. I believe this
afternoon this must end. It is finally
time to protect the taxpayer. The
McCain-Shelby-Gregg amendment will
do that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. DODD. All time has expired, I
hope.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona has 1 minute re-
maining.

Mr. DODD. I think it is safe to say we
can yield back our time.

I ask for the yeas and nays on the
Dodd amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. The question is on agreeing to the
Dodd amendment.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr. BYRD)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?
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The result was announced—yeas 63,
nays 36, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 139 Leg.]
YEAS—63
Akaka Gillibrand Murray
Baucus Hagan Nelson (NE)
Bayh Harkin Nelson (FL)
Begich Inouye Pryor
Bennet Johanns Reed
Bingaman Johnson Reid
Boxer Kaufman Rockefeller
Brown (MA) Kerry Sanders
Brown (OH) Klobuchar Schumer
Burris Kohl Shaheen
Cantwell Landrieu Snowe
Cardin Lautenberg Specter
Carper Leahy Stabenow
Casey Levin Tester
Collins Lieberman Udall (CO)
Conrad Lincoln Udall (NM)
Dodd McCaskill Voinovich
Dorgan Menendez Warner
Durbin Merkley Webb
Feinstein Mikulski Whitehouse
Franken Murkowski Wyden
NAYS—36
Alexander Crapo Kyl
Barrasso DeMint LeMieux
Bennett Ensign Lugar
Bond Enzi McCain
Brownback Feingold McConnell
Bunning Graham Risch
Burr Grassley Roberts
Chambliss Gregg Sessions
Coburn Hatch Shelby
Cochran Hutchison Thune
Corker Inhofe Vitter
Cornyn Isakson Wicker
NOT VOTING—1
Byrd

The amendment (No. 3938) was agreed
to.

Mr. INOUYE. I move to reconsider
and to lay that motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3839

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to amendment
No. 3839.

Mr. McCAIN. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virgina (Mr. BYRD)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 43,
nays 56, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 140 Leg.]

YEAS—43
Alexander Crapo Lugar
Barrasso DeMint McCain
Bayh Ensign McConnell
Bennett Enzi Murkowski
Bond Feingold Risch
Brown (MA) Graham Roberts
Brownback Grassley Sessions
Bunning Gregg
Burr Hatch onety
Chambliss Hutchison
Coburn Inhofe Tlllune
Cochran Isakson Vl‘qter .
Collins Johanns ngovmh
Corker Kyl Wicker
Cornyn LeMieux
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NAYS—56

Akaka Hagan Nelson (NE)
Baucus Harkin Nelson (FL)
Begich Inouye Pryor
Bennet Johnson Reed
Bingaman Kaufman Reid
Boxer Kerry Rockefeller
Brown (OH) Klobuchar Sanders
Burris Kohl
Cantwell Landrieu Schumer

: Shaheen
Cardin Lautenberg

N Specter
Carper Leahy Stab
Casey Levin abenow
Conrad Lieberman Tester
Dodd Lincoln Udall (CO)
Dorgan McCaskill Udall (NM)
Durbin Menendez Warner
Feinstein Merkley Webb
Franken Mikulski Whitehouse
Gillibrand Murray Wyden
NOT VOTING—1
Byrd
The amendment (No. 3839) was re-

jected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have spo-
ken to the distinguished Republican
leader. It is my understanding we are
going to do these two judges by voice
vote, and following that, it is my un-
derstanding the two managers have
worked out an arrangement to have a
couple more amendments voted on
within the next half hour or 45 min-
utes.

————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

TIMOTHY S. BLACK TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
OHIO

JON E. DEGUILIO TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF IN-
DIANA

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nominations, which the
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nations of Timothy S. Black, of Ohio,
to be United States District Judge for
the Southern District of Ohio and Jon
E. DeGuilio, of Indiana, to be United
States District Judge for the Northern
District of Indiana.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further debate?

The Republican leader is recognized.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Yes. I just want to
address the majority leader.

I say to my friend from Nevada, we
are having voice votes on two judges?

Mr. REID. Yes.

Mr. McCONNELL. Let me indicate
that Senator CORKER is prepared to
offer an amendment and take a very
short time agreement.

Mr. REID. And Senator MERKLEY has
agreed, also, and Senator KLOBUCHAR.

Mr. DODD. If I could just interject, I
believe Senator BENNET, after the
judges, would be prepared to speak for
about 10 minutes on his amendment,
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and then we could have a voice vote on
that amendment. We do not even need
a recorded vote on that amendment. It
is a bipartisan amendment.

Mr. McCONNELL. Right, and then
Senator CORKER and Senator MERKLEY
and a vote.

Mr. DODD. And 30 minutes equally
divided, I think we are talking about,
for both amendments.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Yes.

Mr. REID. If we could do the judges
now.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. Presdient, this
week, the President nominated Elena
Kagan to the Supreme Court. I trust
that her nomination will be treated
better than President Obama’s other
judicial nominations, including these.
President Obama nominated Jon
DeGuilio to fill a judicial emergency
vacancy in Indiana last year. He was
unanimously reported by the bipar-
tisan membership of the Senate Judici-
ary Committee in early March. His
nomination has been held hostage for 2
months. President Obama nominated
Judge Timothy Black last January,
and he was reported unanimously in
early February. His nomination has
been held hostage for 3 months for no
good purpose and with no explanation.
Republican objection to their consider-
ation has stalled both these nomina-
tions. Now that they are finally receiv-
ing votes, I suspect they will be con-
firmed unanimously, as have so many
of President Obama’s nominations. So
why the delay? Why the weeks and
weeks, and months and months, of ob-
struction? This obstruction is of nomi-
nees that Senate Republicans support.
This is wrong. I have called for it to
end, but the Republican Senate leader-
ship persists in this practice.

By this date in President Bush’s first
term, 56 of President Bush’s judic